Message

From: Block, Molly [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=60D0C681A16441A0B4FA16AA2DDABIC5-BLOCK, MOLL]
Sent: 9/12/2019 1:07:11 PM

To: Beach, Christopher [beach.christopher@epa.gov]; Schiermeyer, Corry [schiermeyer.corry@epa.gov]; McFaul, Jessica
[mcfaul.jessica@epa.gov]

CC: Abboud, Michael [abboud.michael@epa.gov]; Woods, Andrea [Woods.Andrea@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: CASAC desk statement

Attachments: SAB CASAC Anncouncement Doc MB.docx

See attached.

From: Block, Molly

Sent: Thursday, September 12, 2019 8:47 AM

To: Beach, Christopher <beach.christopher@epa.gov>; Schiermeyer, Corry <schiermeyer.corry@epa.gov>; McFaul,
Jessica <mcfaul.jessica@epa.gov>

Cc: Abboud, Michael <abboud.michael@epa.gov>; Woods, Andrea <Woods.Andrea@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: CASAC desk statement

I can format the press release too. Will send around in a few

From: Beach, Christopher

Sent: Thursday, September 12, 2019 8:45 AM

To: Schiermeyer, Corry <schisrmeyer.corryi@epa,.gov>; Block, Molly <block molly@epa.gov>; McFaul, Jessica
<mefauliessica@epa.goy>

Cc: Abboud, Michael <abboud. michael@epa.gov>; Woods, Andrea <Woods. Andreaficna.gov>

Subject: RE: CASAC desk statement

Sure will do

From: Schiermeyer, Corry <schigrmever corryi@ens. gov>

Sent: Thursday, September 12, 2019 8:19 AM

To: Block, Molly <block mollv@epa.gov>; McFaul, Jessica <mcfauliessica@epa.gov>

Cc: Abboud, Michael <abboud michael@ena.gov>; Beach, Christopher <heach.christopher@epa.zov>; Woods, Andrea
<Woods Andrea@enagoy>

Subject: RE: CASAC desk statement

Let’s get the press release portion formatted...and Chris...could you add a quote?

Thank you!

From: Fitzmorris, Amanda <fitzmorrizamanda@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, September 11, 2019 12:40 PM

To: Schiermeyer, Corry <schisrmeyer.corrviepa, goy>

Cc: Abboud, Michael <abboud.michasl@epa.gov>; Block, Molly <Bock moliviBepa.gov>
Subject: RE: CASAC desk statement

Attached is drafted press materials for discussion.

Thanks,
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Fitz

From: Schiermeyer, Corry <schisrmeyer.corry@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, September 11, 2019 12:01 PM

To: Fitzmorris, Amanda <fiizmorris.amanda@epa.gov>

Cc: Abboud, Michael <gbboud.michasl@epa.gov>; Block, Molly <Bock. molivi@Bepa.gov>
Subject: Re: CASAC desk statement

I'm tied up until about 1230

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 11, 2019, at 11:44 AM, Fitzmorris, Amanda <fiizmorris.amanda@epa. gov> wrote:

Can we chat about the rollout for this real quick?

Amanda Fitzmorris

Special Advisor

Office of Research and Development
0:202-564-5744

Fitzmorris. Amanda@epa.gov

From: Brennan, Thomas <Brennan. Thomas@epa.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, September 11, 2019 9:17 AM

To: Fitzmorris, Amanda <fiizmorris.amanda@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: CASAC desk statement

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Fitzmorris, Amanda <fitzmorris.amanda@ena.cov>
Sent: Wednesday, September 11, 2019 8:58 AM

To: Brennan, Thomas <Brannar.Thomas@spagoy>
Subject: RE: CASAC desk statement

May have further edits on this. Where are we at with the letters?
Thanks,

Fitz

From: Brennan, Thomas <Brennan. Thomas@iena.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, September 11, 2019 8:34 AM

To: Fitzmorris, Amanda <fiizmorris.amanda@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: CASAC desk statement

Thanks Fitz,

Looks good. | forwarded to OPA for their consideration. | also asked them to release this week.
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| deleted item #3 Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP) ! | can
tell you yesterday | sent to you and David § Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

i EX. 5 Déliberative Brocess {DF) i

Also we are currently planing Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

So please keep this a close hold {no public) and this is the likely schedule. Also comments on the PM
FRN are appreciated.

Tom

From: Fitzmorris, Amanda <fizmorris.omanda@ena.sov>
Sent: Tuesday, September 10, 2019 4:30 PM

To: Brennan, Thomas <Brennan. Thomas@enagov>
Subject: RE: CASAC desk statement

Thanks for sending. I've attached some edits as well as fleshed out some bullets for different FAQ topics.
Can you take a look? Would like your assistance with item #3 in particular.

Thanks,

Fitz

From: Brennan, Thomas <Brennan. Thomas@epa.sov>
Sent: Tuesday, September 10, 2019 3:07 PM

To: Fitzmorris, Amanda <fiizmorris.amanda@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: CASAC desk statement

This is the draft version | sent to OPA.

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Tom Brennan
Acting Director, Science Advisory Board Staff Office
US Environmental Protection Agency

Desk # 202 564 6953

i H
M0b||e ! Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) :
i i

From: Fitzmorris, Amanda <fitzrmorris.amanda@ena.aovy>
Sent: Tuesday, September 10, 2019 2:32 PM

To: Brennan, Thomas <Brannarn.Thomas@snagoy>
Subject: RE: CASAC desk statement

Can you fwd to David and | as well?
Thanks,

Fitz

From: Brennan, Thomas <Brennan. Thomas@epa.sov>
Sent: Tuesday, September 10, 2019 2:31 PM
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To: Fitzmorris, Amanda <fitzmuorris.amanda@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: CASAC desk statement

Sent a draft over to OPA yesterday. | know they were working on it today.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 10, 2019, at 2:05 PM, Fitzmorris, Amanda <fitzmaorris.amands@epa. gov> wrote:

Where are we at with developing all the materials for this? Presser, desk statement,
letters, etc.

Thanks!

Fitz

Amanda Fitzmorris

Office of Research and Development

0: 202-564-5744
Fitrmaorris. Amanda@epa.sov
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Message

From: Block, Molly [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=60D0C681A16441A0B4AFA16AA2DD4BIC5-BLOCK, MOLL]

Sent: 5/21/2018 8:05:13 PM

To: Daniell, Kelsi [daniell.kelsi@epa.gov]; Beach, Christopher [beach.christopher@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: FOR OPA REVIEW AND APPROVAL: American Cyanamid Superfund Site News Release

Attachments: Am Cy Superfund Site Proposed Plan Release KD MB edits.docx

And my edits attached.

From: Daniell, Kelsi

Sent: Monday, May 21, 2018 3:55 PM

To: Block, Molly <block.molly@epa.gov>; Beach, Christopher <beach.christopher@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: FOR OPA REVIEW AND APPROVAL: American Cyanamid Superfund Site News Release

Updated. Use this one to edit, Chris.

From: Block, Molly

Sent: Monday, May 21, 2018 3:46 PM

To: Beach, Christopher <beach.christopher@epa.gov>; Daniell, Kelsi <daniell.kelsi@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: FOR OPA REVIEW AND APPROVAL: American Cyanamid Superfund Site News Release
Importance: High

With the attachements

From: regionalpress

Sent: Monday, May 21, 2018 3:42 PM

To: Konkus, John <konkus.john@epa.gov>; Hewitt, James <hewitt.james@epa.gov>; Abboud, Michael
<abboud.michael@epa.gov>; Block, Molly <block.molly@epa.gov>; Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: FOR OPA REVIEW AND APPROVAL: American Cyanamid Superfund Site News Release
Importance: High

From: Kluesner, Dave

Sent: Monday, May 21, 2018 7:41:51 PM (UTC+00:00) Monrovia, Reykjavik

To: regionalpress

Cc: Mears, Mary; Rodriguez, Elias

Subject: FOR OPA REVIEW AND APPROVAL: American Cyanamid Superfund Site News Release

[PETE APPROVED]

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

NOTE: Proposed Administrator quote.

Also attached is the Comms Strategy.

Please let me know if you have any questions. thanks
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Diid W Kiussner

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 2
Deputy Director, Public Affairs

290 Broadway, 26" Floor

New York, NY 10007
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To: Beach, Christopher[beach.christopher@epa.gov]; Daniell, Kelsi[daniell.kelsi@epa.gov]

From: Block, Molly[/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=60D0C681A16441A0B4FA16AA2DD4B9C5-BLOCK, MOLL]
Sent: Mon 5/21/2018 7:46:05 PM (UTC)

Subject: FW: FOR OPA REVIEW AND APPROVAL: American Cyanamid Superfund Site News Release
Am Cvy Superfund Site Proposed Plan News Release May 21 230 FOR OPA REVIEW . docx

Comms Strategy Am Cvy PRAP .docx

With the attachements

From: regionalpress

Sent: Monday, May 21, 2018 3:42 PM

To: Konkus, John <konkus.john@epa.gov>; Hewitt, James <hewitt.james@epa.gov>; Abboud, Michael
<abboud.michael@epa.gov>; Block, Molly <block.molly@epa.gov>; Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: FOR OPA REVIEW AND APPROVAL: American Cyanamid Superfund Site News Release
Importance: High

From: Kluesner, Dave

Sent: Monday, May 21, 2018 7:41:51 PM (UTC+00:00) Monrovia, Reykjavik

To: regionalpress

Cc: Mears, Mary; Rodriguez, Elias

Subject: FOR OPA REVIEW AND APPROVAL: American Cyanamid Superfund Site News Release

[PETE APPROVED]

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Also attached is the Comms Strategy.

Please let me know if you have any questions. thanks

David wW. Klueswner

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 2
Deputy Director, Public Affairs

290 Broadway, 26™ Floor

New York, NY 10007

212.637.3653 (Office)
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Message

From: Lyons, Troy [lyons.troy@epa.gov]
Sent: 3/27/2018 4:09:04 PM

To: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]
Subject: wheeler nom strategy

Attachments: Andrew Wheeler Strategy.docx

importance: High

For your input

Troy M. Lyons

Associate Administrator

Office of Congressional & Intergovernmental Relations
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Seife v. EPA (1:19-cv-05190) 9.1.2020 ED_003047_00005513-00001



Message

From: Lyons, Troy [lyons.troy@epa.gov]
Sent: 3/27/2018 4:08:28 PM

To: Jackson, Ryan [jackson.ryan@epa.gov]
CC: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]
Subject: Wheeler Nom Strategy

Liz and | are drafting a hill/press strategy for the next couple of weeks in regards to Andrew. Will send it to you
shortly. Should cover all of our bases.

Troy M. Lyons

Associate Administrator

Office of Congressional & Intergovernmental Relations
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
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To: Bowman, Liz[Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]

From: Dennis, Brady[Brady.Dennis@washpost.com]
Sent: Fri 1/26/2018 5:22:16 PM (UTC)

Subject: RE: EMBARGOED DRAFT

It's fine, no big deal

From: Bowman, Liz [mailto:Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]
Sent: Friday, January 26, 2018 12:22 PM

To: Dennis, Brady <Brady.Dennis@washpost.com>
Cc: Eilperin, Juliet <Juliet.Eilperin@washpost.com>
Subject: RE: EMBARGOED DRAFT

| know, | am really sorry

From: Dennis, Brady [mailto:Brady. Dennis@washpost.com]
Sent: Friday, January 26, 2018 12:20 PM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>

Cc: Eilperin, Juliet <juliet.Eilperin@washpost.com>
Subject: RE: EMBARGOED DRAFT

Got it. If you could just give us a heads up one way or another when you know, so we can avoid another last-minute change like last
night, that’d be helpful.

Thanks again...

From: Bowman, Liz [mailto:Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]
Sent: Friday, January 26, 2018 12:18 PM

To: Dennis, Brady <Brady.Dennis@washpost.com>
Cc: Eilperin, Juliet <juliet.Eilperin@washpost.com>
Subject: Re: EMBARGOED DRAFT

Hoping for it, but this draft is changing, so | will need to walk you through any edits and provide you w an updated draft

Sent from my iPhone
On Jan 26, 2018, at 12:16 PM, Dennis, Brady <Brady.Dennis@washpost.com> wrote:

Hey Liz. Checking on whether we should expect the Bristol Bay development out today? For planning...

Thanks.

From: Bowman, Liz [mailto:Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, January 25, 2018 7:02 PM

To: Eilperin, Juliet <Juliet.Eilperin@washpost.com>
Cc: Dennis, Brady <Brady.Dennis@washpost.com>
Subject: RE: EMBARGOED DRAFT

No, not now, sorry.

From: Eilperin, Juliet [mailto:Juliet. Eilperin@washpost.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 25, 2018 6:25 PM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>

Cc: Dennis, Brady <Brady.Dennis@washpost.com>

Subject: RE: EMBARGOED DRAFT

We can try. So it isn’t coming out today? Thanks.

From: Bowman, Liz [mailto:Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]
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Sent: Thursday, January 25, 2018 6:21 PM

To: Eilperin, Juliet <Juliet.Eilperin@washpost.com>
Cc: Dennis, Brady <Brady.Dennis@washpost.com>
Subject: Re: EMBARGOED DRAFT

Yes I’'m sorry, can you pull it?

Sent from my iPhone
On Jan 25, 2018, at 6:13 PM, Eilperin, Juliet <juliet. Eilperin@washpost.com> wrote:

Ok. The only issue is we’ve budgeted this for the print edition, so if we need to pull it, it would be great
to know ASAP. Thanks.
On Jan 25, 2018, at 6:05 PM, Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov> wrote:

Oh sorry, this release is actually fluid/we are editing it. Not sure on timing, will let you
know ASAP.

Sent from my iPhone
On Jan 25, 2018, at 6:01 PM, Dennis, Brady <Brady.Dennis@washpost.com> wrote:

Just checking — still 7:30 pm embargo on Bristol? We were planning a short
story. Thanks.

Brady Dennis

The Washington Post
202-334-7745
brady.dennis@washpost.com
@brady_dennis

OnJan 25, 2018, at 11:51 AM, Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov> wrote:

Sorry for the change here — but we are changing the
embargo to 730 p.m. due to timing with the Region and
Alaska — we are also trying to make a big announcement
on air issues this afternoon. | am working on that now, but
that’s something that | really think Brady/you would be
interested in...we can walk you through that today,
actually around 2 p.m. with Bill Wehrum, if you are
interested...

On the fishing...yes, he fished in Bristol Bay and | think he
said he caught at 31” rainbow trout

From: Bowman, Liz

Sent: Wednesday, January 24, 2018 8:56 PM

To: Eilperin, Juliet <Juliet.Eilperin@washpost.com>
Cc: Dennis, Brady <Brady.Dennis@washpost.com>
Subject: Re: EMBARGOED DRAFT

We think so but need to confirm w him tomorrow am

Sent from my iPhone
On Jan 24, 2018, at 8:42 PM, Eilperin, Juliet
<Juliet.Eilperin@washpost.com> wrote:

Thanks Liz. Brady and | will confer later tonight
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Seife v. EPA (1:19-cv-05190)

how to work on this, and will obviously not post
anything until we get a specific embargo time from
you.

And if there’s a way to get an answer tomorrow
am to that question | asked you, about the
Administrator having gone to Bristol Bay in the
past, that would be great. Thanks.

From: Bowman, Liz [mailto:Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, January 24, 2018 8:37 PM

To: Eilperin, Juliet
<Juliet.Eilperin@washpost.com>; Dennis, Brady
<Brady.Dennis@washpost.com>

Subject: EMBARGOED DRAFT

DRAFT — EMBARGOED FOR 3 pm JANUARY 25,
2018 — DRAFT

EPA Administrator Pruitt
Upholds Due Process and
the Rule of Law
EPA decides not to withdraw
proposed Clean Water Act
restrictions for Pebble Mine
in Alaska’s Bristol Bay
watershed

WASHINGTON — After receiving
more than one million comments
from the public and consulting
with tribal governments and other
stakeholders, the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) has decided not to withdraw
the July 2014 Clean Water Act
Proposed Determination for the
development of a copper and gold
mine at the Pebble deposit in
Alaska’s Bristol Bay watershed.

“Today’s decision first and
foremost upholds the rule of law
and due process,” said EPA
Administrator Scott Pruitt. “It
gives all parties additional time to
determine how best to move
forward on the Pebble Mine after
extensive environmental analysis,
as required under the regular
permitting process.”

9.1.2020
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Seife v. EPA (1:19-cv-05190)

Today’s decision means that the
permit review process for Pebble
Limited Partnership (PLP) will
continue, while EPA continues to
work with federal, state, and
tribal partners.

In December 2017, the PLP
submitted a Clean Water Act
Section 404 permit application to
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(Army Corps) to develop a mine at
the Pebble deposit. EPA stands
ready to work closely with PLP,
the Army Corps and other
stakeholders on the review of this
permit application, including the
Army Corps development of a
robust Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the proposed
mine that will ensure the world-
class fisheries in the Bristol Bay
region are protected.

EPA will not move forward with
any action toward finalizing the
Proposed Determination until
after May 11, 2021, or the Army
Corps releases a final EIS for the
mine project, whichever comes
first. This is in line with
commitments EPA made in a May
2017 settlement agreement
resolving outstanding lawsuits
between PLP and EPA. If after
May 11, 2021 or after a final EIS
for the Pebble Mine is released,
the Agency decides to finalize its
Proposed Determination, it could
impose restrictions on the
discharge of dredged or fill
material associated with
development of the Pebble Mine
in Alaska’s Bristo! Bay watershed.

Throughout the course of this
process, EPA has consulted with
federally recognized tribal
governments of the Bristol Bay
region and Alaska Native
Corporations with lands in the
Bristol Bay watershed. The public
comment period and tribal

9.1.2020
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Seife v. EPA (1:19-cv-05190)

consultation process also allowed
EPA to hear directly from the
public. EPA will continue working
with these groups as this process
moves forward.

Background

In 2014, EPA’s Region 10
completed an assessment of the
Bristol Bay watershed and issued
a Clean Water Act Section 404{c)
Proposed Determination to
restrict discharges of dredge or fill
material into the watershed from
mining the Pebble deposit.
Section 404 is the part of the
Clean Water Act that governs the
permit evaluation process for
actions that discharge dredged or
fill material into waters of the
United States. This action was
controversial because EPA has
almost never exercised this
authority before a permit
application was filed with the
Corps, and many felt it effectively
blocked PLP from applying.

EPA agreed to initiate a process to
propose to withdraw the
Proposed Determination as part
of a May 11, 2017 settlement
agreement with PLP, whose
subsidiaries own the mineral
claims to the Pebble deposit. The
agreement provides Pebble
additional time to apply fora
Clean Water Act 404 permit from
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
before EPA moves any further
with its Clean Water Act Section
404(c) review. PLP has now filed
its application with the Corps, and
the Corps will review that
application, with EPA's continuing
advice.

Additional information:
www.epa.gov/bristolbay

[epa.gov]
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Message

From: Dennis, Brady [Brady.Dennis@washpost.com]

Sent: 1/25/2018 5:00:58 PM

To: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Eilperin, Juliet [Juliet.Eilperin@washpost.com]
Subject: RE: EMBARGOED DRAFT

Thanks for the heads up, Liz.

Especially given the late time, if we plan to write anything about the decision, we will need to share the outlines of the
announcements with a few folks in order to get comment (on background, of course).

Anything more you can say on the 2 p.m. thing, just for planning purposes?

From: Bowman, Liz [mailto:Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, January 25, 2018 11:52 AM

To: Eilperin, Juliet <Juliet.Eilperin@washpost.com>
Cc: Dennis, Brady <Brady.Dennis@washpost.com>
Subject: RE: EMBARGOED DRAFT

Sorry for the change here — but we are changing the embargo to 730 p.m. due to timing with the Region and
Alaska — we are also trying to make a big announcement on air issues this afternoon. | am working on that
now, but that’s something that | really think Brady/you would be interested in...we can walk you through that
today, actually around 2 p.m. with Bill Wehrum, if you are interested...

On the fishing...yes, he fished in Bristol Bay and | think he said he caught at 31” rainbow trout

From: Bowman, Liz

Sent: Wednesday, January 24, 2018 8:56 PM

To: Eilperin, Juliet <luliel.Eilperin@washpostcom>
Cc: Dennis, Brady <Brady.Dennb@washpost.oom
Subject: Re: EMBARGOED DRAFT

We think so but need to confirm w him tomorrow am
Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 24, 2018, at 8:42 PM, Eilperin, Juliet <luliet Filperini@washpost.com> wrote:

Thanks Liz. Brady and I will confer later tonight how to work on this, and will obviously not post anything
until we get a specific embargo time from you.

And if there’s a way to get an answer tomorrow am to that question | asked you, about the
Administrator having gone to Bristol Bay in the past, that would be great. Thanks.

From: Bowman, Liz [mailto:Bowman. Lizd@ena.eov]

Sent: Wednesday, January 24, 2018 8:37 PM

To: Eilperin, Juliet <Juliet Eilperindwashpost.com>; Dennis, Brady <Brady. Dennisi@washpost.com>
Subject: EMBARGOED DRAFT

DRAFT ~ EMBARGOED FOR 3 pm JANUARY 25, 2018 ~ DRAFT
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EPA Administrator Pruitt Upholds Due Process and the Rule of Law

EPA decides not to withdraw proposed Clean Water Act restrictions
for Pebble Mine in Alaska’s Bristol Bay watershed

WASHINGTON — After receiving more than one million comments from the
public and consulting with tribal governments and other stakeholders, the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has decided not to withdraw the July
2014 Clean Water Act Proposed Determination for the development of a copper
and gold mine at the Pebble deposit in Alaska’s Bristol Bay watershed.

“Taday’s decision first and foremost upholds the rule of law and due process,”
said EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt. “It gives all parties additional time to
determine how best to move forward on the Pebble Mine after extensive
environmental analysis, as required under the regular permitting process.”

Today’s decision means that the permit review process for Pebble Limited
Partnership {PLP} will continue, while EPA continues to work with federal, state,
and tribal partners.

in December 2017, the PLP submitted a Clean Water Act Section 404 permit
application to the U.5. Army Corps of Engineers {Army Corps) to develop a mine
at the Pebble deposit. EPA stands ready to work closely with PLP, the Army Corps
and other stakeholders on the review of this permit application, including the
Army Corps development of a robust Environmental impact Statement (EIS) for
the proposed mine that will ensure the world-class fisheries in the Bristo! Bay
region are protected.

EPA will not move forward with any action toward finalizing the Proposed
Determination until after May 11, 2021, or the Army Corps releases a final EIS for
the mine project, whichever comes first. This is in line with commitments EPA
made in a May 2017 settlement agreement resolving cutstanding lawsuits
between PLP and EPA. If after May 11, 2021 or after a final EIS for the Pebble
Mine is released, the Agency decides to finalize its Proposed Determination, it
couid impose restrictions on the discharge of dredged or fill material associated
with development of the Pebble Mine in Alaska’s Bristol Bay watershed.
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Throughout the course of this process, EPA has consulted with federally
recognized tribal governments of the Bristol Bay region and Alaska Native
Corporations with lands in the Bristol Bay watershed. The public comment
period and tribal consultation process also allowed EPA to hear directly from the
public. EPA will continue working with these groups as this process moves
forward.

Background

in 2014, EPA’s Region 10 completed an assessmaent of the Bristol Bay watershed
and issued a Clean Water Act Section 404{c) Proposed Determination to restrict
discharges of dredge or fill material into the watershed from mining the Pebble
deposit. Section 404 is the part of the Clean Water Act that governs the permit
evaluation process for actions that discharge dredged or fill material into waters
of the United States. This action was controversial because EPA has almost never
exercised this authority before a permit application was filed with the Corps, and
many feit it effectively blocked PLP from applying.

EPA agreed to initiate a process to propose to withdraw the Proposed
Determination as part of a May 11, 2017 settlement agreement with PLP, whose
subsidiaries own the mineral claims to the Pebble deposit. The agreement
provides Pebble additional time to apply for a Clean Water Act 404 permit from
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers before EPA moves any further with its Clean
Water Act Section 404{c) review. PLP has now filed its application with the Corps,
and the Corps will review that application, with EPA's continuing advice.

Additional information: www .ena.gov/hristolbay [epa.goy]
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Message

From: Jackson, Ryan [jackson.ryan@epa.gov]
Sent: 4/5/2018 11:02:15 PM
To: Lyons, Troy [lyons.troy@epa.gov]; Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Gunasekara, Mandy

[Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov]; Beck, Nancy [Beck.Nancy@epa.gov]; Brown, Byron [brown.byron@epa.gov]; Baptist,
Erik [Baptist.Erik@epa.gov]; Yamada, Richard (Yujiro) [yamada.richard@epa.gov]; Kelly, Albert
[kelly.albert@epa.gov]; Traylor, Patrick [traylor.patrick@epa.gov]; Greaves, Holly [greaves.holly@epa.gov]; Bennett,
Tate [Bennett.Tate@epa.gov]; Forsgren, Lee [Forsgren.Lee@epa.gov]; Greenwalt, Sarah [greenwalt.sarah@epa.gov];
Bolen, Brittany [bolen.brittany@epa.gov]; Gordon, Stephen [gordon.stephen@epa.gov]; Cook, Steven
[cook.steven@epa.gov]; Darwin, Veronica [darwin.veronica@epa.gov]; Chancellor, Erin [chancellor.erin@epa.gov];
Woods, Clint [woods.clint@epa.gov]; Darwin, Henry [darwin.henry@epa.gov]; Hanson, Paige (Catherine)
[hanson.catherine@epa.gov]; Ford, Hayley [ford.hayley@epa.gov]; Wilcox, Jahan [wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]; Konkus,
John [konkus.john@epa.gov]; Beach, Christopher [beach.christopher@epa.gov]

Subject: follow up from today's meeting

Attachments: 2018 2nd QTR Travel - Draft as 040518.docx

Please ensure the timing of the upcoming events are correct and begin working with OPA and OPEEE on planning.

Thanks.

Ryan Jackson
Chief of Staff
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) E
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Message

From: Bennett, Tate [Bennett.Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: 4/2/2018 11:48:15 AM

To: Abboud, Michael [abboud.michael@epa.gov]

CC: Letendre, Daisy [letendre.daisy@epa.gov]; Gordon, Stephen [gordon.stephen@epa.gov]; Bowman, Liz

[Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Wilcox, Jahan [wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]; Hewitt, James [hewitt.james@epa.gov]
Subject: Re: Protest at Ford today

Exactly what I’'m trying to avoid!

On Apr 2, 2018, at 7:39 AM, Abboud, Michael <abboud michael@epa.gov> wrote:
Nice of Politico to invite people to the protest with the time and location.
Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 2, 2018, at 6:14 AM, Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate(@epa.gov> wrote:

Let’s remind folks to keep a close hold on tomorrow’s location.

TIME TO WAKE UP: Using an installation of 300 alarm clocks, consumer and
environmental groups will deliver a literal wake-up call to Ford today, ahead of
EPA's announcement on vehicle emissions standards. The event is organized by
the Forward Not Backward Coalition, including Public Citizen, Greenpeace USA
and the Safe Climate Campaign. If you go: The event begins at 12:15 p.m. in
front of Ford's government relations office at 801 Pennsylvania Ave NW.
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Message

From: Konkus, John [konkus.john@epa.gov]
Sent: 1/23/2018 8:20:07 PM

To: Daniell, Kelsi [daniell.kelsi@epa.gov]
CC: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]
Subject: FW: Missouri April 20 Briefing Materials

Attachments: Missouri Plan Qutline DRAFT.docx

Kelsi: Attached is the communications plan | put together for what the Administrator said was one of the best events he
had. Might be a good template/format for you to use if you don’t have one already. Amy Graham used something
similar as well.

From: Bennett, Tate

Sent: Tuesday, January 23, 2018 3:07 PM

To: Konkus, John <konkus.john@epa.gov>

Cc: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: Missouri April 20 Briefing Materials

BTW your formal was awesome for this. Might be worth sharing with Kelsi?

From: Konkus, John

Sent: Friday, April 14, 2017 4:15 PM

To: Lyons, Troy <iyons. troviena.gov>; Hupp, Millan <hupp.millan@epa. gov>

Cc: Hupp, Sydney <hupp.svdney@epa.zov>; Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tote @epa.gov>; Freire, IP <Freire IPfepa.sov>;
Graham, Amy <grahasm.amy@spa. gy

Subject: RE: Missouri April 20 Briefing Materials

Also Millan can you please take a look at the tick-toc on the attached document to make sure it’'s accurate? This is our
QOPA planning memo FYIL. Thank you!
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Message

From: Robin Bravender [rbravender @eenews.net]
Sent: 12/18/2017 7:08:59 PM

To: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Embargoed CPP ANPRM -- 2 p.m. Embargo

Thanks so much for the heads up! We'll update our story to link to the EPA page when the link goes live.

From: Bowman, Liz [mailto:Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, December 18, 2017 1:49 PM

To: Robin Bravender <rbravender@eenews.net>
Subject: RE: Embargoed CPP ANPRM -- 2 p.m. Embargo

Sure

From: Robin Bravender [mailtorbravender@sensws.net]
Sent: Monday, December 18, 2017 1:44 PM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@ena.gov>

Subject: RE: Embargoed CPP ANPRM -- 2 p.m. Embargo

Can we publish right at 27

From: Bowman, Liz [mailte:Bowman.liz@epa.pov]
Sent: Monday, December 18, 2017 1:16 PM

To: Robin Bravender <rbravender @sensws.net>
Subject: Embargoed CPP ANPRM -- 2 p.m. Embargo

FORYOU ONLY — EMBARGOED UNTIL 2 P.M.

Attached is a copy of the ANPRM. This link is where the fact sheet and prepublication version of the ANPRM will be
posted at 2 pm, provided we have confirmation of signature: hitns:/ fwww epa.sov/stationary-sources-air-
solution/electric-utility-generating-units-advance-notice-propossed

EPA Announces Next Steps After Proposed Clean Power Plan Repeal

WASHINGTON (December 18, 2017) — Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) issued an Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (ANPRM) to
announce that the Agency will solicit public input as it considers the next
regulatory steps to limit greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from existing electric
utility generating units (EGUs), also known as power plants.

"Consistent with our commitment to the rule of law, we've already set in motion
an assessment of the previous administration’s questionable legal basis in our
proposed repeal of the Clean Power Plan. With a clean slate, we can now move
forward to provide regulatory certainty,” said EPA Administrator Scott

Pruitt. "Today’s move ensures adequate and early opportunity for public
comment from all stakeholders about next steps the Agency might take to limit
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greenhouse gases from stationary sources, in a way that properly stays within
the law, and the bounds of the authority provided to EPA by Congress."

The ANPRM is a separate, but related, action to the October 16, 2017 proposal
to repeal the so-called "Clean Power Plan.” In that proposal, EPA proposed to
determine that the Obama-era regulation exceeds the Agency’s statutory
authority.

The ANPRM offers the public the opportunity to comment on specific topics for
the Agency to consider in developing any subsequent proposed rule. EPAis
specifically soliciting information on systems of emission reduction that are
applicable to or at an EGU facility, information on compliance measures, and
information on state-planning requirements under Clean Air Act section 111(d).

EPA will take comment on the ANPRM for 60 days after publication in the
Federal Register. More information, including the ANPRM and fact sheet, is
available at: nyy 0o/ fwww.eps gov/stationary-sources-air-poliution/electric-
ytility-generating-units-advance-notice-proposad
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Message

From: Robin Bravender [rbravender @eenews.net]
Sent: 12/18/2017 6:41:37 PM

To: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Embargoed CPP ANPRM -- 2 p.m. Embargo

Thank vou!

From: Bowman, Liz [mailto:Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, December 18, 2017 1:16 PM

To: Robin Bravender <rbravender@eenews.net>
Subject: Embargoed CPP ANPRM -- 2 p.m. Embargo

FOR YOU ONLY — EMBARGOED UNTIL 2 P.M.

Attached is a copy of the ANPRM. This link is where the fact sheet and prepublication version of the ANPRM will be
posted at 2 pm, provided we have confirmation of signature: hitns:/ /fwww.epa.gov/stationany-sources-air-
sollution/eleciric-utility-generating-units-advance-notice-proposed

EPA Announces Next Steps After Proposed Clean Power Plan Repeal

WASHINGTON (December 18, 2017) — Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) issued an Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (ANPRM) to
announce that the Agency will solicit public input as it considers the next
regulatory steps to limit greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from existing electric
utility generating units (EGUs), also known as power plants.

"Consistent with our commitment to the rule of law, we’ve already set in motion
an assessment of the previous administration’s questionable legal basis in our
proposed repeal of the Clean Power Plan. With a clean slate, we can now move
forward to provide regulatory certainty,” said EPA Administrator Scott

Pruitt. "Today’s move ensures adequate and early opportunity for public
comment from all stakeholders about next steps the Agency might take to limit
greenhouse gases from stationary sources, in a way that properly stays within
the law, and the bounds of the authority provided to EPA by Congress.”

The ANPRM is a separate, but related, action to the October 16, 2017 proposal
to repeal the so-called "Clean Power Plan.” In that proposal, EPA proposed to
determine that the Obama-era regulation exceeds the Agency’s statutory
authority.

The ANPRM offers the public the opportunity to comment on specific topics for
the Agency to consider in developing any subsequent proposed rule. EPA is
specifically soliciting information on systems of emission reduction that are
applicable to or at an EGU facility, information on compliance measures, and
information on state-planning requirements under Clean Air Act section 111(d).

Seife v. EPA (1:19-cv-05190) 9.1.2020 ED_003047_00005692-00001



EPA will take comment on the ANPRM for 60 days after publication in the
Federal Register. More information, including the ANPRM and fact sheet, is

available at: wrias./ fwvww ena.gov/stationary-sources-alr-pollutionfelectric-
uiilitv-generating-units-advance-notice-proposed
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Message

From: valerie.volcovici@thomsonreuters.com [valerie.volcovici@thomsonreuters.com]
Sent: 12/18/2017 6:23:15 PM

To: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]

CC: Wilcox, Jahan [wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Embargoed CPP ANPRM -- 2 p.m. Embargo

Thanks v much

From: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]

Received: Monday, 18 Dec 2017, 13:17

To: Volcovici, Valerie (Reuters) [valerie.volcovici@thomsonreuters.com]
CC: Wilcox, Jahan [wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]

Subject: Embargoed CPP ANPRM -- 2 p.m. Embargo

EMBARGOED UNTIL 2 P.M.

Attached is a copy of the ANPRM. This link is where the fact sheet and prepublication version of the ANPRM will be
posted at 2 pm, provided we have confirmation of signature: hiins:/ fwww epa.sov/stationary-sources-alr-
polution/electric-utility-generating-units-advance-notice-groposad

EPA Announces Next Steps After Proposed Clean Power Plan Repeal

WASHINGTON (December 18, 2017) — Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) issued an Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (ANPRM) to
announce that the Agency will solicit public input as it considers the next
regulatory steps to limit greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from existing electric
utility generating units (EGUs), also known as power plants.

"Consistent with our commitment to the rule of law, we’ve already set in motion
an assessment of the previous administration’s questionable legal basis in our
proposed repeal of the Clean Power Plan. With a clean slate, we can now move
forward to provide regulatory certainty," said EPA Administrator Scott

Pruitt. "Today’s move ensures adequate and early opportunity for public
comment from all stakeholders about next steps the Agency might take to limit
greenhouse gases from stationary sources, in a way that properly stays within
the law, and the bounds of the authority provided to EPA by Congress."

The ANPRM is a separate, but related, action to the October 16, 2017 proposal
to repeal the so-called "Clean Power Plan." In that proposal, EPA proposed to
determine that the Obama-era regulation exceeds the Agency’s statutory
authority.

The ANPRM offers the public the opportunity to comment on specific topics for
the Agency to consider in developing any subsequent proposed rule. EPAis
specifically soliciting information on systems of emission reduction that are
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applicable to or at an EGU facility, information on compliance measures, and
information on state-planning requirements under Clean Air Act section 111(d).

EPA will take comment on the ANPRM for 60 days after publication in the
Federal Register. More information, including the ANPRM and fact sheet, is
available at: https:/fwww enagov/stationanscsources-air-pollution/electric-
utility-generating-units-advance-notice-groposed
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Message

From: Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]
Sent: 11/15/2017 8:56:33 PM

To: : Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) :

Subject: Re: press inquiry

Hi Shia—

Again, for attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”

As part of the typical rulemaking process, when any federal agency proposes a rule, information about the effects of the
proposal are included in the electronic docket for the rulemaking.

Information from public comments on the 2015 rule, the proposed step 1 rule, and the pre-proposal request for
recommendations are all available on regulations.gov and linked to on the agency website at
https://www.epa.gov/wotus-rule/.

The agencies have not set specific deadlines for either the step 1 or step 2 proposals, but plan to continue working
expeditiously. These actions are a high priority for this Administration.

Best,

Tricia

From: Shia Levitt [mailto: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i

Sent: Wednesday, November 15,2017 1:03 PM

To: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>; Jones, Enesta <lones.Enesta@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: press inquiry

Thanks Tricia,

I will look through these reports. A couple wuick follow ups:

1. As part of the rule making process, is there any more information you can provide on how and when the
EPA will examine the effect of potential changes to the WOTUS definition? le, where and when will there

be dates or guidelines for public comment posted and how might one obtain access to those public comments ?
I’m also interested in the overall timeline- specifically when might any next steps be taken to determibe whether
the WOTUS definition might change?

2. Are there any folks who have been EPA experts for a long time focusing on CWA (or have specific
knowledge about impact of CWA on these streams or water quality of these streams in general) ? I would love
to have a quick chat, and don't need to record yet at this stage.

I'll begin looking through some of these libks in the mean time.

Thanks,

Shia

On Wednesday, November 15, 2017, Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov> wrote:
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Hi Shia—

If attributing, please attribute to “an EPA spokesperson:”

The U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) maintains the most comprehensive and up-to-date geospatial dataset of streams
across the country, the National Hydrography Dataset {NHD). Many but by no means all washes and intermittent
streams are mapped in the NHD. Many ephemeral streams are mapped in the Arid West in the NHD at high resolution.
Information on this dataset is available here: https://nhd.usgs.gov/.

Additional information on streams is available on EPA’s website at https://www.epa.gov/cwa-404/streams/.

Federal, state, local, and tribal governments all have authority to regulate water resources. Federal Clean Water Act
(CWA) programs only apply to waters considered to be “waters of the United States” under the Act. Through its
actions related to defining waters of the U.S., this administration is more fully considering the policy in section 101(b)
of the Act to recognize, preserve, and protect the primary responsibilities and rights of States to prevent, reduce, and
eliminate pollution and provide regulatory certainty to our nation's farmers and businesses.

As such, if any water resource is no longer considered a “water of the U.S.” then it would no longer be subject to any
federal CWA programs. State, local, and tribal authorities may have programs under their own laws that may continue
to apply to waters in their jurisdiction.

As part of the rulemaking process, the agencies intend to examine the potential effects of any new definition of
“waters of the US.”

EPA has several reports and tools regarding water quality available on our website. The National Water Quality
Inventory Report to Congress (305(b) report) and the Assessment and Total Maximum Daily Load Tracking and
Implementation System (ATTAINS) database are the primary vehicles for informing Congress and the public about
general water quality conditions in the United States.

Information on the 305(b) report is available at: https://www.epa.gov/waterdata/national-water-quality-inventory-
report-congress.

The most current, regularly updated state water quality information is available in the ATTAINS database at
https://www.epa.gov/waterdata/assessment-and-total-maximum-daily-load-tracking-and-implementation-system-
attains/. Note that states do not make determinations of whether waters in their water quality assessments are
“waters of the United States.”
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EPA’s My Waters Mapper contains the status of Clean Water Act Section 402 National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) permits for each State; summary information from the Clean Watershed Needs Survey; and CWA
303/305 site specific water quality assessments. It can be found at https://watersges.epa.gov/mwm/.

The National Aquatic Resource Surveys (NARS) are collaborative programs between EPA, states, and tribes designed
to assess the quality of the nation’s coastal waters, lakes and reservoirs, rivers and streams, and wetlands using a
statistical survey design. More information on these reports can be found at hitps://www.epa.gov/national-aquatic-
resource-surveys/. Note that NARS does not consider if the water is a “water of the United States.”

Best,

Tricia

From: Shia Levitt [mailto:i Ex. & Personal Privacy (PP) |
Sent: Friday, November 10, 2017 1:03 AM

To: Jones, Enesta <Jones.Enesta@epa.gov>

Cc: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: press inquiry

Dear Enesta,

I don't yet need a recorded interview but would love if someone is available fir a quick phone chat for some
background info next week at some point.

Specifically I'd love to know :

1) any govt statistics on where these washes or ephemeral/intermittent streams are primarily located
(geographically as well as whose land) what purpose/function they serve for the people who live near them

2) how and in what way do EPA or other govt bodies expect the CW A changes, if they happen, might
most impact these waters and the people who live near or use them?

3) specifically which regulations (for which specific pollutants for instance) would no longer be enforced for
these washes that were enforced for a while up until now

Seife v. EPA (1:19-cv-05190) 9.1.2020 ED_003047_00005751-00003



4) any reports on water quality from the years prior to intermittent streams/“washes” being considered
WOTUS and regulated as such

I have a couple orher questions but those should be good to start with!

Thanks so much,

Shia
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Message

From: Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]

Sent: 12/1/2017 5:12:50 PM

To: Sean Reilly [sreilly@eenews.net]

Subject: RE: Sample preparation laboratory photo--following up on vm
Sean—

For attribution to “an EPA spokesperson,”

Yes. We can confirm that the Sample Prep Laboratory is located at NAREL.
Best,

Tricia

From: Sean Reilly [mailtosreily@ sensws net]

Sent: Friday, December 01, 2017 10:32 AM

To: Lynn, Tricia <lynniricia@epapoy>
Subject: Sample preparation laboratory photo--following up on vm

Hi Tricia:

If you click on this link (hitps:/fwww . epa.gov/radiation/radinlogicsl-emergency-response-expertise-and-eguipment)

you’ll see that the third photo down is of a “Sample Prep Laboratory.” My understanding is that this lab is based at

NAREL in Montgomery, Ala., but can you confirm that? My deadline is 11:45 this morning.

Thanks,
Sean

Sean Reilly

Reporter

E&E News
202-446-0433 (Desk)

i ; '
i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)ACe”)

srefiivifieenews. net
Twitter: @SeanatGreenwire

E&E NEWS

122 C Street, NW, Suite 722, Washington, DC 20001
www.eenews.net » www.eenews.tv

EnergyWire, ClimateWire, E&E Daily, Gresnwire, E&ERNews FM
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Message

From: Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]

Sent: 11/6/2017 4:58:57 PM

To: Ariel Wittenberg [awittenberg@eenews.net]
Subject: RE: WOTUS effective date--E&E News
Ariel—

For attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”

The proposal is currently undergoing interagency review. After that review is complete and the proposal is signed, EPA
will make it available for review and public comment.

EPA and the Army are taking this action to provide regulatory certainty and to give the agencies time to consider the
two-step process to rescind the 2015 rule and revise the definition of “waters of the United States.”

Best,
Tricia
From: Ariel Wittenberg [mailtoawittenberz@eaensws.net]

Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 10:47 AM

To: Press <Press@end. sov>
Subject: WOTUS effective date--E&E News

Hi All,

Saw that EPA and Army Corps had sent a proposed amendment to the Clean Water Rule to OIRA to change the date that
the regulation goes into effect. | was wondering.

1. What is the new date?

Are there any other changes being proposed?

3. Why are you proposing to change the date? Does this have anything to do with the jurisdictional case before the
Supreme Court and concerns about whether the Circuit-Court stays will remain in effect?

N

I’'m on a fairly tight noon deadline today.
Thanks,

Ariel

Ariel Wittenberg

E&E News reporter
awittenbers@eenaws.nst
202-737-4557
@arielwittenberg

E&E NEWS
122 C Street NW 7th Floor Washington, DC 20001
wisw senews.net | @EENewslndates
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Energywire, Climatewire, Greenwire, E&E Daily, E&E News PM, E&ETV
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Message

From: Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]
Sent: 11/6/2017 4:57:09 PM

To: jackietoth@cqrollcall.com
Subject: RE: Press re: WOTUS at OMB
Jackie—

For attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”

The proposal is currently undergoing interagency review. After that review is complete and the proposal is signed, EPA
will make it available for review and public comment.

The proposal undergoing interagency review is separate from the two-step process the agencies propose to take to
replace the 2015 rule. The comment period for the Step 1 rule closed in September and the agency is currently working
to review the comments received from the public. The agency is also in the process of holding listening sessions with
states, tribes and stakeholders as we work to develop a proposed step 2 rule that would revise the definition of “waters
of the United States.” The agency is working expeditiously on both actions.

Best,
Tricia

From: Jackie Toth [mailto:jackietoth@cgrolicall.com|]
Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 10:28 AM

To: Press <Press@epa.gov>
Subject: Press re: WOTUS at OMB

Hi all,

What would the WOTUS effective date amendment now at OMB do? To which date is it being changed? Are
there any other proposed changes to the rescission/replacement being made in this proposal?

Deadline is 1pm.

Thanks,
Jackie

Jackie Toth

C@ Legal

Energy, Environment Reporter-Analyst
0O: 202-650-6518

C: : Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) !

@J ackieTothDC

This e-mail may contain confidential malterial. If you are not an intended recipient, please notily the
sender and delete all copies. It may also contain personal views which are not the views of CQ Roll
Call or its owner, The Economist Group. We may monitor e-mall to and from our network. For
company information go o hilp:/legal economistaroup.com.

Seife v. EPA (1:19-cv-05190) 9.1.2020 ED_003047_00005774-00001



Message

From: Shawn McCoy [shawn@insidesources.com]
Sent: 12/8/2017 10:48:20 PM

To: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]

CC: Wilcox, Jahan [wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]
Subject: Re: Final Request for Comment

Are you aware of any incidents where Gina McCarthy's EPA had law enforcement remove reporters from an
event?

On Fri, Dec 8, 2017 at 12:43 PM, Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.ecov> wrote:

AP has issued a correction on one of his articles; he has written others that we believe had misleading or biased
statements. We have brought those to his editor’s attention, but the only major correction we are aware of is
the one on the meeting with the CEO

From: Shawn McCoy [mailto:shawn @insidesources.com]
Sent: Friday, December 8, 2017 12:41 PM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>

Ce: Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.jahan@epa.cov>

Subject: Re: Final Request for Comment

For Biesecker—you mentioned that besides the chemical piece, the AP has corrected a number of other pieces
he’s written in Pruitt. Can you send examples?

Sent from my iPhone

On Dec 8, 2017, at 11:45 AM, Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz®@epa.gov> wrote:

Hi Shawn — We want to be sure that your story accurately reflects the following information. I
understand that you all would like an interview with the administrator, we have received your
request and will let you know if there is an opportunity. Thank you — Liz

On the record statement: “We aim to provide the public information about EPA’s work to
protect human health and the environment, and correct inaccuracies reported by the press.” —
Liz Bowman
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Background:

o lam not aware of anyone being threatened

« This article is taking a few isolated incidents, and broadly applying it to all media — this is
not accurate

oo  Our staff — especially Jahan — have extensive and strong relationships with press across this
country — from national reporters to local outlets

o The AP reporter mentioned in the release was in Washington and has printed falsehoods —
that is important context

oo  Administrator Pruitt has traveled to nearly 30 states, and there have been very few incidents
(two?) where people without credentials were asked to leave an event

o  Administrator Pruitt has done interviews with outlets that represent diverse viewpoints and
perspectives — including The New York Times, MSNBC, and the AP. Top program and
Regional leaders (both career and political) regularly speak to the press about a range of issues

o The former spokesperson you are quoting is an Obama appointee who recently started a job
at the Sierra Club, following her starting a public affairs operation representing to attack the
Trump administration on behalf of Gina McCarthy and other activist groups (Ex-EPA
spokeswoman Liz Purchia started a public affairs shop aimed at firing back against the Trump
administration. Her group is representing former EPA chief Gina McCarthy, environmental
groups and other organizations. Purchia expects much of her firm's work to focus on state-level
efforts (E&E Daily, March 7).

oo Gina McCarthy barely left Washington or met directly with stakeholders or those affected
by EPA regulations

o [fail to see what the SCIF has to do with EPA’s press office?

From: Wilcox, Jahan

Sent: Friday, December 8, 2017 10:06 AM

To: Shawn McCoy <shawn@insidesources.com>; Press <Press@epa.gov>:
jahanwilcox @ email.com; Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Bowman, Liz
<Bowman.lLiz@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Final Request for Comment

I have left Ethan a voicemail.

From: Shawn McCoy [mailto:shawn @insidesources.com]
Sent: Friday, December 8, 2017 10:03 AM
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To: Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>; Press <Press@epa.gov>;
1ahanwilcox @ gmail.com; Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Bowman, Liz
<Bowman.Liz@epa.cov>

Subject: RE: Final Request for Comment

From: Wilcox, Jahan [mailto:wilcox.jahan @epa.gov]

Sent: Friday, December 08, 2017 9:24 AM

To: Shawn McCoy <shawn@insidesgurces.com>; Press <Press@epa.gov>;
jabanwilcox @ gmail.com; Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Bowman, Liz
<Bowman.liz@epa.cov>

Subject: RE: Final Request for Comment

I just tried to call you.

From: Shawn McCoy [mailto:shawn @insidesources.com]

Sent: Thursday, December 7, 2017 8:10 PM

To: Press <Press@epa.cov>; Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.jahan@epa.cov>;
jabanwilcox @ gmail.com; Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Bowman, Liz
<Bowman.Liz@epa.cov>

Subject: Final Request for Comment

Hey all,
The story below is set to publish tomorrow. I will wait until noon to hear back.

If you need it, I would be happy to provide you with additional time to review and respond to
the information presented in the article. Just please email or call me, and let me know how
much additional time you will need in order to get back to us.

But as I have been trying to get any type of response from the EPA related to this for the past
week, I'm guessing you’re not planning to respond.

This will be the first of a series of articles we plan to continue reporting on the EPA’s media
relations. Early next week, we have a full interview with Andrew Haffner that we plan to
publish.

I would strongly encourage you to please reach out and discuss this with me. I spent a lot of my
career working on GOP campaigns. We have a number of mutual friends. I understand some of
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the pressures you face in your jobs. I would enjoy the opportunity to discuss this article in
greater detail. I'm happy to do so off the record if you would feel more comfortable.

I hope to hear back from you.

All the best,

Shawn

Shawn McCoy
Publisher

InsideSources.com

Phone: 330-207-5893

e-mail: shawn@insidesoyrces.com

Intimidation, Personal Attacks, and Silence: The EPA’s Press Strategy Under Pruitt
By Ethan Stoetzler

In the months since Scott Pruitt took over as Administrator of the Environmental Protection
Agency, he has dedicated the agency to rolling back regulations, in favor of the production of
coal, expanded oil enterprises, and giving more authority of the management of natural
resources back to their respective states. No doubt, these issues are often divisive along party
lines, just as they were when the Obama administration implemented its agenda. Pruitt has been
true to not only his word, but also the positions that Donald Trump advocated as he campaigned
for office.

What is unusual about the implementation of Pruitt's agenda has been a strategy implemented
by the EPA's press office that seems out of place in American democracy. Since the beginning
of Pruitt's tenure, the EPA has been routinely threatening reporters with action by law
enforcement, launching false personal attacks on journalists, cutting reporters off of press
releases, limiting media access, and displaying an unprecedented level of hostility toward the
media.

of an EPA event at an Iowa farm in which Administrator Scott Pruitt was the keynote speaker.
The reporter received no formal explanation as to why he was being removed. Subsequent
attempts by InsideSources to speak with EPA spokesman Jahan Wilcox were left unanswered.
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The use of police force to keep events closed to members of the media is not an isolated
incident in Pruitt’s EPA. Neither is the EPA’s silence as to why media is being discouraged
from coming to appearances of the administrator.

Back on August 9, Andrew Haffner, of the Grand Forks Herald in North Dakota, reported that
two Herald reporters were threatened by Wilcox to leave a Pruitt event at the Energy and
Environmental Research Center (EERC) at the University of North Dakota (UND), or else
police — whom Wilcox referred to as “security” — would remove them from the premises.
Haffner told InsideSources that he had been to the EERC several times before, as his beat for
the Herald is education. While the EERC has an independent structure from the university, the
center’s lobby is open to the public, which is where Haffner stood with a camera, waiting for
Pruitt to arrive.

were private property, then demanded they move away from the center's front doors and across
the street, where protesters were standing. Both reporters then noticed that Pruitt’s motorcade
was approaching the center and towards what Haffner described as a back loading bay. Haffner
motioned to his co-worker to make their way to the back to take photos of Pruitt, where they
then were stopped by a police vehicle.

According to former EPA Spokeswoman Liz Purchia Gannon, the EPA’s strategy of blocking
press access to Pruitt is very similar to the strategy employed by the White House
communications team under President Trump.

“They're tightly controlling Pruitt's public events and interviews, which isolates him from most
Americans and instead plays to Trump's base because that's who they prioritize,” Gannon said.
“They're not trying to use communications tactics to reach a broad audience.”

When Haffner later returned to the press conference following Pruitt’s closed roundtable, he
was told that the event was still private, though Haffner assured them that he in fact had been
invited to this particular portion of the day. Wilcox then approached Haffner, and after an
exchange, accused Haffner of cooperating with protesters. Wilcox told Haffner that when he
had called his fellow reporter over to take pictures of Pruitt, that Haffner was in fact
coordinating protesters.

“He was insinuating I was in fact trying to set up a bit of a stunt with the protesters, which was
honestly not the case,” Haffner said.

The EPA press office now seems to be making a habit of accusatory and personal attacks
against journalists. This behavior was exhibited again back in September, following an
Associated Press story documenting Hurricane Harvey. Reporters Michael Biesecker and Jason
Dearen wrote that the EPA was not present at at least five flooded “so-called” Superfund sites.
EPA spokeswoman Liz Bowman responded to the story with personal attacks on Biesecker,
calling his reporting “yellow journalism,” and accusing him of not even visiting the sites,
claiming that he was in Washington, D.C. at the time. Ignored entirely in the EPA's statement
was Dearen, who did in fact visit the sites.

Another instance occurred as documented in the Washington Post on October 27. Bowman and
Wilcox had an email exchange with New York Times reporter Eric Lipton, in which both
Bowman and Wilcox employed media practices that virtually any PR professional would
describe as highly unusual. Bowman and Wilcox refused to confirm the title and start date of a
senior EPA employee to Lipton. It is standard practice for a federal agency to be able to provide
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confirmation of this information. Rather, they referred Lipton to reporting from other media
outlets. Lipton responded to explain that reporters can avoid making errors by requesting
confirmation from a primary source. Wilcox then accused Lipton of trying to steal other
reporters' work.

In addition to the EPA's strategies of using police force to remove reporters and attempting to
tarnish reporters' credibility, the EPA also employs the strategy of keeping Pruitt's meetings
with elected officials and industry leaders private. It's not just keeping his appearances private,
however. A source close with media covering the EPA has said that several prominent reporters
have been removed from the EPA’s press list, effectively cutting them off from the flow of
information.

Even when press conferences are scheduled following Pruitt's meetings, Pruitt is usually not
featured in them. InsideSources has found over 12 instances in which Pruitt has held closed
door meetings with elected officials and invite-only citizens and industry, leaving both reporters
and the public without answers as to why they are being neglected.

Gannon said that by not publicizing Pruitt’s events, the EPA will be limiting the opportunities
for Pruitt to be exposed and for people to protest.

“He doesn't hold press conferences or gaggles when traveling or at events because they leave
too much vulnerability,” Gannon said, “and open the door for reporters to ask him questions
that he doesn't want to talk about.”

For example, in a story published on August 2, in the Indianapolis Star, it was reported Pruitt
visited Indiana as part of his "State Action Tour" the day prior, meeting with Indiana Governor
Eric Holcomb (R), Lt. Gov. Suzanne Crouch and "other state officials," according to a release
sent by the EPA press office in the late afternoon. After his visit, Pruitt hosted a roundtable at
Mike Starkey Farms in Boonville but “made no effort to also meet with environmental groups
like The Hoosier Environmental Council, the Nature Conservancy's Indiana Chapter, the Sierra
Club's Hoosier Chapter, Citizens Action Coalition, Conservation Law Center, and the Indiana
Water Environmental Association.” The story said all were unaware of the visit.

In fact, Pruitt's taxpayer-funded visits often neither include an announcement he is visiting the
area or any time actually speaking with the public. On August 4, Pruitt visited the Gold King
Mine in Colorado, but did not notify the local newspaper or the public, according to Jesse
;gfagga--ignéckncwledge Administrator Scott Pruitt will be at the Gold King Mine today and then
[sent] him on local TV.”

Paul tweeted that media was not allowed to attend the Gold King tour with Senators Michael
Bennet (D) and Cory Gardner (R), and Colorado Governor John Hickenlooper (R). Paul tweeted
that there was to be a town hall in Durango, Colorado, but that the event was announced “about
24 hours before it happened -- and [was] for 45 mins.” Paul also tweeted that the EPA sent out a
news release the day prior to his tweets showing Pruitt meeting with Colorado farmers. The
press was not given prior notice that he was in the state.

Not everyone agrees that allowing the media to serve as a watchdog of public officials is
inherently a good thing, especially in the Trump era. A GOP media operative who advised the
Trump campaign said that barring biased journalists from public appearances was a “long
overdue strategy,” but the source was deeply surprised that the EPA's press team acted with
such hostility to InsideSources.
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“Most American reporters are effectively Democratic operatives,” the operative said in an
email, “so the Trump campaign barring partisan ‘journalists’ from events was brilliant and a
long overdue strategy for the GOP. That said, many outlets, like InsideSources, provide fair
coverage and therefore should be treated with the respect and access that real journalists
deserve. The EPA should focus on kicking Democratic operatives with journalist credentials out
of events--not fair and balanced news outlets like InsideSources.”

To be fair regarding Pruitt's enhanced security presence, according to CNN, the EPA's inspector
general is in the process of investigating more than 70 threats against Pruitt and others at the
agency, nearly five times as many as the previous chief, Gina McCarthy, received. The EPA has
increased security for Pruitt by "a dozen" agents, whose salaries alone are to cost minimum $2
million per year. The agents are to give Pruitt 24-hour security, which the inspector general said
had never been done for a chief, prior. In that story, Bowman declined to comment on the
enhanced security to protect the administrator.

But while enhanced security for the personal protection of Pruitt can be understandable, the
EPA is also spending tax dollars on a private sound proof booth for his use. According to a
New York Times story, the EPA has signed a $25,000 contract to build a completely sound
proof “privacy booth” to be placed at EPA headquarters. According to the story, the EPA
wanted a “secure phone and computer room, essentially for sensitive information.”

The company, Acoustical Solutions, has worked with government offices since 2007 to create
soundproof rooms and provide acoustic insulation. But even Steve Snider, a salesman for the
company, described the EPA's request and customizations as "unusual.”

Wilcox was repeatedly emailed to offer the EPA’s perspective on its behavior towards the
media. He was asked whether the EPA plans to continue using law enforcement to remove
journalists from events, whether it is appropriate for the EPA press team to launch false
personal attacks on reporters, and whether Pruitt has specifically directed his press team to
undertake these actions. Wilcox has not replied to these inquiries.

Erin Mundahl reported and contributed to this story.

Seife v. EPA (1:19-cv-05190) 9.1.2020

ED_003047_00005787-00007



Message

From: Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]

Sent: 11/13/2017 8:58:10 PM

To: anmurra@PointPark.EDU

Subject: Re: Media Inquiry - WOTUS map by states
Ashley—

Again, for attribution to “an EPA spokesperson,”

The purpose of the analysis was to better understand the extent of intermittent, ephemeral, and headwater streams
that serve as source waters to drinking water intakes. The analysis showed the importance of those waters — that were
at risk of losing protections because of the Rapanos decision — for feeding drinking water sources. They were not related
to a jurisdictional analysis for the reasons stated.

Best,

Tricia

From: Murray, Ashley N [mailto:anmurra@PointPark.EDU]
Sent: Friday, November 10, 2017 1:31 PM

To: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: Media Inquiry - WOTUS map by states

Thank you. But my follow-up question is then why was this included on the EPA’s Clean Water Rule website if
it was "was not a determination of jurisdictional or non-jurisdictional waters." Thank vou very much for your help as |
fry to understand this complex topic. Here is the link to archived EPA site 'm referring

to: https://19january2017snapshot.epa.gov/cleanwaterrule .html

Clean Water Rule | US EPA

19ianuary2017snapshot.epa.goy

£EPA and the Corps' Clean Water Rude clarifies profection undey
the Clean Water Act for streams and wetlands that form the
foundation of the nation’s water resourcss.

Ashley Murray

Graduate Assistant

Center for Media Innovation
Point Park University

From: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>
Sent: Monday, October 30, 2017 5:04:45 PM

Seife v. EPA (1:19-cv-05190) 9.1.2020 ED_003047_00005792-00001



To: Murray, Ashley N
Subject: RE: Media Inquiry - WOTUS map by states

Hi Ashley—

If attributing, please attribute to “an EPA spokesperson:”

The information identified here was the result of a geographic analysis of the extent of surface drinking water provided
by intermittent, ephemeral and headwater streams, and was not a determination of jurisdictional or non-jurisdictional
waters. Pennsylvania’s Clean Streams Law has no bearing on whether or not such streams are found in a watershed that

provides water to a public drinking water system.

The drinking water information is on EPA’s current page: https://www.epa.gov/cwa-404/geographic-information-
systems-analysis-surface-drinking-water-provided-intermittent

Consistent with current policy and practice under the regulations and guidance that predated the Clean Water Rule,
intermittent, ephemeral, and headwater streams are covered by the Clean Water Act either where they are navigable-
in-fact, are relatively permanent tributaries of traditional navigable waters, or where a case-by-case analysis
demonstrates that there is a significant nexus to such downstream waters. The 2008 Rapanos guidance can be found
here: hitps://www.epa.gov/cwa-404/2008-rapanos-guidance-and-related-documents/.

Best,
Tricia

From: Murray, Ashley N [mailto:anmurra@PointPark.EDU]

Sent: Friday, October 27, 2017 11:16 AM

To: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>; Jones, Enesta <Jones.Enesta@epa.gov>
Subject: Media Inquiry - WOTUS map by states

Hi Tricia and Enesta,

My name is Ashley Murray, and I'm a reporter in Pittsburgh, PA. As part of my graduate studies in
environmental journalism, I'm writing a story for publication in Pittsburgh Quarterly magazine regarding how
the Obama-era Clean Water Rule (also commonly referred to as WOTUS, as it is an expansion of the protected
waters of the U.S.) would have effected Pennsylvania. In my research, | found this impressive EPA map that
breaks down all of the intermittent and ephemeral headwaters that drain into drinking water. According to
the state breakdown, Pennsylvania has approximately 10,000 miles of intermittent and ephemeral headwaters
that drain into surface sources of drinking water. | have two questions regarding this: 1.) Because this map
was used on the now-archived Clean Water Rule EPA website, does this mean those intermittent and
ephemeral headwaters ARE NOT protected, and would have been protected had the Clean Water Rule gone
into effect? 2.) If that is the case and those waters would not be protected without the Clean Water Rule, then
did the EPA consider Pennsylvania's Clean Streams Law protection when calculating the number of miles of
ephemeral and intermittent headwaters?

httos://19january2017snapshot.epa.gov/cleanwaterrule/populations-get-drinking-water-streams .html
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Populations that Get
Drinking Water from
Streams | Clean ..

19january2017snapshot.epa.gov

Aninteractiive map of
populations that get drinking
water from streams,

https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-
04/documents/2009 12 28 wetlands science surface drinking water surface drinking water results stat

s L

Analysis of the Surface Drinking Water Provided By ...

WWW.€pa.gov

Arnalysis of the Surface Drinking Water Provided By Intermittent, Ephemeral, and Headwater Streams in the UG,

Thank you,
Ashley

Ashley Murray

Graduate Assistant

Center for Media Innovation
Point Park University

7
C: : Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) |
i
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Message

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Hi Steve—

Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]
11/6/2017 9:49:49 PM
SVerburg@madison.com

RE: Inquiry about Wetlands

For attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”

We will review and respond appropriately.

Best,

Tricia

From: Steve Verburg [mailto:SVerburg@madison.com]

Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 3:50 PM
To: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>
Subject: Inquiry about Wetlands

Hi Tricia,

I’'m writing on deadline about a 60-day notice filed by the Menomonee Tribe of Wisconsin related to the Aquila Back
Forty mine project and the delegation of permitting authority to the state of Michigan. Here’s the filing.

https://earthjustice.org/sites/default/files/files/60%20Day%20Notice%20Letter%20back%20F orty%20Mine%20Project.p

df

Can you comment?

Thanks,

Steve Verburg

Reporter, Wisconsin State Journal

608.252.6118
@5t _Verburg
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Message

From: Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]
Sent: 11/6/2017 6:12:41 PM

To: jackietoth@cqrollcall.com
Subject: Re: Press re: WOTUS at OMB

Hi Jackie—

Yes, that is correct.

Thanks so much,

Tricia

From: Jackie Toth [mailto:jackietoth@cqrolicall.com]

Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 12:02 PM
To: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: Press re: WOTUS at OMB

Thanks much, Tricia. Am I interpreting the proposal correctly that it is amending the original 2015 rule's
effective date as a means of providing certainty to stakeholders? Let me know if that is not correct .

- Jackie

Jackie Toth

CQ Legal

Energy, Environment Reporter-Analyst
0: 202-650-6518

|
C: | Ex. 8 Personal Privacy (PP) i

@JackieTothDC

On 6 November 2017 at 11:57, Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia{@epa.gov> wrote:

Jackie—

For attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”

The proposal is currently undergoing interagency review. After that review is complete and the proposal is signed, EPA

will make it available for review and public comment.

The proposal undergoing interagency review is separate from the two-step process the agencies propose to take to
replace the 2015 rule. The comment period for the Step 1 rule closed in September and the agency is currently working
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to review the comments received from the public. The agency is also in the process of holding listening sessions with
states, tribes and stakeholders as we work to develop a proposed step 2 rule that would revise the definition of “waters
of the United States.” The agency is working expeditiously on both actions.

Best,

Tricia

From: Jackie Toth [mailto:jackietoth@cgrolicall.com]
Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 10:28 AM

To: Press <Press@epa.gov>
Subject: Press re: WOTUS at OMB

Hi all,

What would the WOTUS effective date amendment now at OMB do? To which date is it being changed?
Are there any other proposed changes to the rescission/replacement being made in this proposal?

Deadline is 1pm.

Thanks,

Jackie

Jackie Toth

CQ Legal

Energy, Environment Reporter-Analyst

O: 202-650-6518

C: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) :

@JackieTothDC
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- This e-mail may contain confidential material. If you are not an intended recipient, please notify the
~ sender and delete all copies. It may also contain personal views which are not the views of CQ Roll
~ Call or its owner, The Economist Group. We may monitor e-mail to and from our network. For
company information go to hitp://legal.economistgroup.com.

This e-mail may contain confidential matenal. If you are not an intended recipient, please notify the
sender and delete all copies. It may also contain personal views which are not the views of CQ Roll
Call or its owner, The Economist Group. We may monitor e-mail to and from ouwr network. For
company information go to hitp:/legal economistgroup. com.
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Message

From: Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]
Sent: 11/7/2017 5:33:23 PM

To: bbienkowski@ehsciences.org
Subject: RE: Comment request

Hi Brian—

For attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”

We will review and respond appropriately.

Best,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615

From: Brian Bienkowski [mailto:bbienkowski@ehsciences.org]

Sent: Tuesday, November 07, 2017 6:01 AM

To: Daguillard, Robert <Daguillard.Robert@epa.gov>; Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>
Subject: Comment request

Good morning -- Brian Bienkowski, editor of Environmental Health News.

I'm writing up a piece on the letter of intent to sue sent by the Menominee Tribe to the EPA, Corps yesterday
over a proposed mine on the banks of the Menominee River and the alleged neglect by the feds to take charge
of the wetland permitting.

Letter here.

Just wanted to give the EPA a chance to respond. I'm publishing something in a couple hours but can update
whenever if you care to respond to the letter's allegations.

Brian

Senior Editor

Environmental Health News, The Daily Climate
(C) E Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) E

Twitter: @BrianBienkowski
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To: Reis Thebault] Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)

From: Lynn, Tricial/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=D8747BA49CDE485EA4AC58DBF09C3DCD-TRICIA SLUSSER]
Sent: Thur 10/19/2017 6:36:55 PM (UTC)

Subject: Re: Press Inquiry | Investigative Reporting Workshop

Hi Reis—
For attribution, if attributing, to “an EPA spokesperson:”

EPA has several programs that collect air emissions data from refineries, including the Toxics Release Inventory (TRI), the
Greenhouse Gas Reporting Program (GHGRP), and the National Emissions Inventory (NEI).

Through the Toxics Release Inventory, U.S. facilities in different industry sectors report annual data for certain toxic chemicals,
including how much is released to the environment and/or managed through recycling, energy recovery, and treatment. In the TR
explorer, you can search reports by industry NAICS code.

The Greenhouse Gas Reporting Program gathers annual greenhouse gas data from large stationary sources (that emit over 25,000
tons carbon dioxide equivalent annually), including refineries. In the program’s online data publication tool, you can see data on
refineries that report by selecting “refineries” at the bottom of the map. The reporting refineries will show up on the map, or you
can select “list” view. Clicking on a refinery name will bring up the reported data for that refinery, including FRS ID and NAICS code.

The National Emissions Inventory is released every three years based primarily on data provided by state, local and tribal air
agencies. While the NEI does have FRS IDs as “alternative IDs” in the database, they can get out of date between reports.

You might also be interested in checking EPA’s Envirofacts database. Envirofacts allows users to search by NAICS code to compile a
list of facilities who submit air emissions data to EPA. It is also possible to access the NEI, GHGRP, and TRI data through Envirofacts.

Best,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615

From: Reis Thebault [mailto:i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) {

Sent: Monday, October 16, 2017 2:21 PM

To: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: Press Inquiry | Investigative Reporting Workshop

Hi Tricia,

Thank you for the speedy reply.

On the refinery capacity data, I spoke with the EIA, and I’ve seen the data it keeps on capacity. It’s helpful, but the trouble
is that the EIA doesn’t use FRS ID numbers, so there’s really no way I can be sure that a refinery on the EIA’s list is the
same as one on the EPA’s.

This would really be a favor: I’'m interested in refinery capacity because it seems like a good proxy for the size of any given

refinery and, then, for the amount of air pollution that refinery generates. Could you tell me what data I might find in an
EPA database (that comes with FRS ID numbers) that would tell me how much air pollution each refinery creates?
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Hope I'm not pushing my luck too much, here!

Best,
Reis

Reis Thebault
734-239-3793

| Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) !
@ReisThebault

On Oct 16, 2017, at 10:19 AM, Lynn, Tricia <lynn tricial@epa. gov> wrote:

Hi Reis—
If attributing, please attribute to “an EPA spokesperson:”

EPA uses 2010 Census to calculate our demographics data, including 2010 American Community Survey information
on education and income, which was not part of the 2010 Census data.

Regarding petroleum refinery capacity data, any information EPA has would be pulled from the DOE’s Energy
Information Administration — https://www.eia.gov/. It would be best to speak with them directly for more
information.

Best,

Tricia

From: Reis Thebault [mailtoi Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) !

Sent: Thursday, October 12, 2017 12:32 PM

To: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: Press Inquiry | Investigative Reporting Workshop

Dear Tricia,
Hope you’ve been well. I have a couple more questions about the data from our thread below.

I’'m assuming the demographic data used is from the ACS, right? Would that be the 2015 ACS? And do you
know whether those are the 1-year, 3-year, or 5-years estimates?

I’'m also wondering if the EPA keeps any data on petroleum refinery capacity.

Many thanks,
Reis

Reis Thebault
734-239-3793
Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) |

wReisThebault

On Jul 19, 2017, at 10:19 AM, Lynn, Tricia <lynn tricia@epa.gov> wrote:
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Reis—

My sincerest apology for the delay. Please see the attached document. If attributing, please attribute to
“an EPA spokesperson.”

Best,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615

From: Reis Thebault [mailto:i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)

Sent: Tuesday, June 20, 2017 11:26 AM

To: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov<mailto:lynn.tricia@epa.gov>>
Subject: Re: Press Inquiry | Investigative Reporting Workshop

Hi Tricia,

Thanks so much for this. Perhaps this is a user error on my part, but I'm not seeing a more specific
demographic breakdown, akin to what | see in a detailed facility report such as
this:https://echo.epa.gov/detailed-facility-report?fid=110000336994https://echo.epa.gov/detailed-
facility-report?fid=110000336994<https://echo.epa.gov/detailed-facility-report?fid=110000336994>

In the demographic summary here, we can see breakdowns by race, income level, education, etc. Is
there a way I'm not seeing to do this in the search you sent me?

Best,
Reis

On Tue, Jun 20, 2017 at 11:07 AM, Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov<mailto:lynn.tricia@epa.gov>>
wrote:
Hi Reis—

Thanks so much for your patience.
For your background, here are directions for how to search the ECHO database for the data you need:

Search on the NAICS code and FRS IDs of interest into ECHO’s Facility Search form
(https://echo.epa.gov/facilities/facility-search?mediaSelected=all). Once in the search results table, you
should select ‘Customize Columns’ and select all the demographic profile information of interest. This is
under the heading ‘Other Information’. The columns will update in the results table, and can be
downloaded via the ‘Download Data’ button. This is circled in red in the screen shot below.

You can also use the side right panel (pink/red) under ‘Filter Facilities’ and ‘Customize Map Layers’ to
filter Demographic Characteristics, or EJISCREEN Maps to filter on EJ2020 Maps, EJ Indexes, Demographic
Indicators, or Environmental Indicators.
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From: Reis Thebault [mailto:r_Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) |

Sent: Monday, June 12, 2017 11:10 AM

To: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov<mailto:lynn.tricia@epa.gov>>
Subject: Re: Press Inquiry | Investigative Reporting Workshop

Hi Tricia,
Just following up on our phone call today.

My request: I'm hoping someone at the EPA could provide me with the dataset connected to the ECHO
facility lookup site<https://echo.epa.gov/>. I'm looking for only facilities with the NAICS code 324110,
and I'm looking only for their demographic profiles. On the ECHO site you can pull these profiles up one
by one, but | would like the dataset with each one in it. I'm happy to provide every FRS ID number that
I'm looking for, if that would be helpful.

My story: | don't have anything fine-tuned just yet, but I'm planning to look at fenceline communities on
a national scale.

Hard deadline: the end of this week (6/16).
Many thanks for your time and attention.
Reis

Reis Thebault
Reporter | Investigative Reporting Workshop
w: 202-885-3919

!
cjl Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) :

i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i<mailto: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) S
@ReisThebault<https://twitter.com/ReisThebault>
<ECHO Demographics by FRS IDs 06.29.17 xlsx>
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Message

From: Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]
Sent: 9/26/2017 3:43:37 PM

To: Susan.Hogan@nbcuni.com
Subject: RE: NBC 4 Inquiry

Hi Susan—

For attribution to “an EPA spokesperson,”

While EPA has carbon monoxide (CO) standards for outdoor air, the Agency does not have any CO standards for indoor
environments. EPA does not have the legislative authority to regulate carbon monoxide indoors. The Agency is working
with others to establish residential indoor CO standards, but nothing is currently in place.

See here for EPA’s outdoor air standards: hiips//feww 2pa govnasgs/carbon-monoxide-co-air-gualibv-standards.

See here for EPA’s information on CO impacts on indoor air: hitins Aeww soa govindeorair-gualitv-lan/carbon-
monoxides-impact-indoor-air-gusaliiy )

The Occupational Safety and Health Administration does have occupational exposure limits. The carbon monoxide
content of the atmosphere in a room, building, vehicle, railcar or any enclosed space shall be maintained at not more than
50 parts per million (ppm) (0.005%) as an eight hour average area level and employees shall be removed from the
enclosed space if the carbon monoxide concentration exceeds a ceiling of 100 ppm (0.01%). For more information:
hitos/fwww . osha gov/pisfoshaweb/owadisp show _document?p tables=BTANDARDEED id=102688.

The Centers for Disease Control have information on the health effects of CO: hitps /v ode.govnioshidocs/81-
123 /0dis/ 0105 pdf and hitpsvevew ode govico/fans him.

The Consumer Product Safety Commission has a webpage where consumers can report unsafe products:
htins: ey saferproducts aov/CPERMSPublic/incidenis/Reportingident asny

Best,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615

From: Hogan, Susan (NBCUniversal) [mailtoSusan Hogan@nbouni com]
Sent: Monday, September 25, 2017 2:32 PM

To: Press <Press@iepa gov>
Subject: NBC 4 Inquiry

Good afternoon,

Does the EPA have any standard for what is considered an “acceptable level” of CO in a vehicle?
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Deadline: NOON 9/26.

Thank you,
Susan

4001 Nebraska Avenus MW
Washington, DC 20018

Susan Hogan
202-885-4822 {office)

@rsusarthoganty
www.nbcwashington.com
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Message

From: Grantham, Nancy [Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov]
Sent: 9/26/2017 12:13:47 PM
To: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Ferguson, Lincoln [ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov]; Graham, Amy

[graham.amy@epa.gov]; Wilcox, Jahan [wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]; Hewitt, James [hewitt.james@epa.gov]; Abboud,
Michael [abboud.michael@epa.gov]; Konkus, lohn [konkus.john@epa.gov]

Subject: FW: 9/26 issues

Attachments: 8.3 issues (002) (002) (003) (002) (002) (003) (002) (003) (003) (003) (002) (002) (003) (005).docx

Nancy Grantham

Office of Public Affairs

US Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-6879 (desk)

Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) !mObllel
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To: Scott.Sherman@scripps.com[Scott.Sherman@scripps.com]

Cc: Jones, Enesta[Jones.Enesta@epa.gov]

From: Lynn, Tricial/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=D8747BA49CDE485EA4AC58DBF09C3DCD-TRICIA SLUSSER]
Sent: Mon 10/2/2017 4:52:59 PM (UTC)

Subject: Re: Water Inquiry

Hi Scott—
For attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”

This pH range is EPA’s current secondary standard which was established to address taste, odor, corrosivity and staining related to
corrosion. EPA believes that if these contaminants are present in your water at levels above these standards, the contaminants may
cause the water to appear cloudy or colored, or to taste or smell bad. This may cause a great number of people to stop using water
from their public water system even though the water is actually safe to drink. Secondary standards are set to give public water
systems some guidance on removing these chemicals to levels that are below what most people will find to be noticeable.

There are a wide variety of problems related to secondary contaminants.
These problems can be grouped into three categories:
¢ Aesthetic effects — undesirable tastes or odors;
¢ Cosmetic effects — effects which do not damage the body but are still undesirable
¢ Technical effects — damage to water equipment or reduced effectiveness of treatment for other contaminants

To learn more about EPA's secondary standards please visit:
https://www.epa.gov/dwstandardsregulations/secondary-drinking-water-standards-guidance-nuisance-chemicals

Best,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615

From: Jones, Enesta

Sent: Friday, September 29, 2017 4:02 PM

To: Sherman, Scott <Scott.Sherman@scripps.com>

Cc: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>; Jones, Enesta <Jones.Enesta@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: Water Inquiry

Hi Scott, looks like | won’t have an answer today. Tricia Lynn will be in touch with you on Monday when I'm out.
On Sep 29, 2017, at 2:49 PM, Sherman, Scott <Scotf.Sherman@scripps.com> wrote:

Hey Enesta,

| have a question; the range the EPA has set for pH levels for tap water at 6.5 — 8.5 does that mean anything outside of those is
considered unsafe? Or can you drink water with a pH balance or 0 or 14 and still be safe? From what | understand pH levels are
secondary regulations and any pH level is still safe to drink. I’'m just trying to clarify any guidance would be helpful.

Thanks,

Scott Sherman
National Investigative Producer
The NOW - A newscast airing in 12 TV markets

Seife v. EPA (1:19-cv-05190) 9.1.2020 ED_003047_00005934-00001



\the

OW

From: "Jones, Enesta" <Jones.Enesta@epa.gov>
Date: Wednesday, September 27, 2017 at 11:29 AM
To: "Sherman, Scott" <Scott.Sherman@scripps.com>
Cc: "Jones, Enesta" <Jones.Enesta@epa.gov>
Subject: Water Inquiry

Hi Scott, questions about bottled water can be directed to the Food and Drug Administration. Peter Cassell is a contact
there: Peter.Cassell@fda.hhs.gov

Please let me know if you have any specific questions about drinking water/tap water for EPA. And your firm deadline -- thank you.

Hello Rich,

My name is Scott Sherman, I’'m a producer with the Now a national news show that based out of channel 7 here in Denver. We are
doing a story about pH levels in water, we’ve tested some tap samples from all of our stations around the country and also some
bottled water and wanted to do an on camera interview talking with someone about the difference in regulation between bottled
and tap water and how so many bottled water companies are using pH levels as a marketing gimmick when tap water has balanced
pH levels and costs a fraction of the price of bottled water. If you would be willing to help us out that would be great.

Thanks,

Scott Sherman
National Investigative Producer
The NOW - A newscast airing in 12 TV markets
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Message

From: Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]

Sent: 9/25/2017 7:22:30 PM

To: E Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) :

Subject: FW: For Review: Pharmaceutical Times (Ken Fagerman) RE: Reducing Pharmaceutical Footprint (9/25)
Hi Ken—

I'm stepping in for my colleague, Enesta Jones, who is out today.
For attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”

EPA cannot comment on this research.

Best,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615

From: lones, Enesta

Sent: Friday, September 22, 2017 2:03 PM

To: Ken Fagerman al Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i>

Cc: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.iricia@epa.gov>; Jones, Enesta <jones Enasta@epa.goy>
Subject: Re: Pharmaceuticals

Hi Ken, we will need until Monday to be responsive. My colleague, Tricia Lynn, copied here, will be in touch since I'm out
on Monday and Tuesday of next week.

Thanks for understanding and have a great weekend.

On Sep 20, 2017, at 12:08 PM, Ken Fagerman s Ex. 8 Personal Privacy (PP) !> wrote:

| am ready to submit with some final edits. Would you be able to provide me with something by the end of the week.
Ken Fagerman

Sent from my iPhone

>On Sep 20, 2017, at 11:39 AM, Jones, Enesta <Jones.Enesta@epa.gov> wrote:

>

> Hi Ken, we have received your inquiry below. What's your firm deadline? Is that your only request, or do you have
more specific questions of the agency? Thank you.
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>
> Ms. Latham:

> | am a pharmacist and contributor to the journal "Pharmacy Times". I'm composing an article on pharmaceuticals in
waste water as a result of human consumption of medications and suggesting more awareness on the part of
pharmacists and consumers.

> Some of my research suggests that only about 50% of pharmaceuticals or the metabolites in waste water is removed
by waste water treatment plant technology. This waste ultimately finds its way into our drinking water at low levels.

> So, efforts by consumers to choose medications with high absorptive and low active excretion rates would be
beneficial and lower your personal "pharmaceutical footprint".

> Would you be able to provide me with a supporting quote or concern for my publication on behalf of the EPA?

> Respectfully,

> Ken Fagerman, R.Ph.,M.M.

>
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Message

From: Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]

Sent: 10/12/2017 6:46:20 PM

To: Juan Carlos Rodriguez [jc.rodriguez@law360.com]

Subject: RE: Center for Biological Diversity threatens suit over effluent rule
Juan Carlos—

If attributing, for attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”

We cannot comment on pending litigation. Please contact Mark Abueg {mark.abueg@usdoj.gov) at the Department of
Justice.

Best,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615

From: Juan Carlos Rodriguez [mailto:jc.rodriguez@law360.com]
Sent: Thursday, October 12, 2017 2:04 PM

To: Press <Press@epa.gov>

Subject: Center for Biological Diversity threatens suit over effluent rule

Hello,

Just wondering if the EPA has any comment regarding the Center for Biological Diversity's press release
announcing it intends to sue over the effluent rule.

My deadline is 6 p.m. EDT today.

Thanks.

Juan Carlos Rodriguez
Senior Environment Reporter

axis® Cowniprsy

Legal News & Data
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111 West 19th Street
5th Floor

New York, NY 10011
Office: 646-783-7197

Cell: : Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) :

~ Follow me on Twitter

Follow Law360 on Twitter
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Message

From: Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]

Sent: 10/12/2017 6:28:30 PM

To: Maria Masters || Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i
Subject: RE: Media inquiry - story about indoor mold
Hi Maria—

Thank you so much for your patience. Please attribute to Laureen Burton, Staff Chemist/Toxicologist.
Best,

Tricia

From: Maria Masters [mailto:é Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)
Sent: Thursday, October 12, 2017 2:22 PM

To: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: Media inquiry - story about indoor mold

Hi Tricia,

Maria Masters again--is it possible to get the name of a spokesperson by 5:00 pm today? My editor needs this
information.

Thank you,
Maria

On Tue, Oct 10, 2017 at 2:11 PM, Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov> wrote:

Hi Maria. My apologies...the agency was closed yesterday for the holiday.

I’'m checking now and will be in touch as soon as | have something for you.

Thanks!

--Tricia

From: Maria Masters [mailto:E Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) :
Sent: Tuesday, October 10, 2017 2:01 PM

To: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: Media inquiry - story about indoor mold
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Hi Tricia,

Maria Masters again--would I be able to cite a specific person for this information provided? I worry I won't be
able to use it unless it comes from a person. I understand some of the material came from the website, but if
you could point out what I might be able to attribute to a named spokesperson, that would be a big help.

Thanks,
Maria

On Mon, Oct 9, 2017 at 1:13 PM, Maria Masters <} Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) & wrote:

Hi Tricia,

So sorry to bother you again--you've been a great help!--but I was wondering, is there a specific person that I
could cite for (even parts of) the information provided?

Thank you!

On Fri, Oct 6, 2017 at 3:02 PM, Maria Masters < Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) : wrote:

Hi Tricia,

Wonderful! This is all so great! Quick question: Is there a specific person I could mention for the "EPA
spokesperson"? Or, did it come from more than one person?

On Fri1, Oct 6, 2017 at 2:19 PM, Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov> wrote:

Hi Maria—

If attributing, for attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”
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1. What does mold smell like? {Online, this answer tends to be a bit circular--i.e., mold smells like mildew,
or mold smells damp.) Is there another way to describe its smell?Can it smell sweet, or does it smell
sour? Is there any example of what mold smells like? I.e., faintly of beer?And does black mold give off the
same scent?

e Ingeneral, smell is not a good way to determine if there is a mold problem. The key to mold control
indoors is moisture control.

e  The smell of mold indoors can differ depending on several factors including the individual’s sense of smell
or sensitivity to smells, the source of the moisture that lead to the mold growth, the substrate that the mold is
growing on, the type of mold, the tightness of the room, etc.

e  The smell when mold is present has been described by some people with terms like earthy, musty, damp,
stale, mildew or moldy. However, there are several situations where there has been mold found in the
environment with no smell was described by people in the environment

2. Is the smell of mold coming from the production of mVOCs? What causes the production of
these mVOCs? {Does it come after/as the mold is breaking down organic matter, or is it just a natural
byproduct--i.e., an odor that molds give off during their lifetime?)

e  Some compounds produced by some molds during portions of their growth cycle have strong smells and
are volatile and quickly released into the air. These compounds are known as microbial volatile organic
compounds (mVOCs).

e  mVOCs can have strong or unpleasant odors, they can be the source of the "moldy odor" or musty smell
frequently associated with mold growth.

e  The health effects of inhaling mVOCs are largely unknown, although exposure to some mVQCs have been
linked to symptoms such as headaches, nasal irritation, dizziness, fatigue, and nausea. More research is needed
to determine whether there are any human health effects from non-occupational indoor exposures to mvVQOCs.

3. What does mold look like? {Do different species or genus have different colors, or is it hard to
distinguish the type without a microscope?) In addition, is it true that molds can range in appearance, and
if so, what are their colors and textures?

e  There are thousands of types of mold. The colors and textures of molds vary and how molds appear
visually can depend on several factors including the type of mold, the substrate it is growing on and location.

4. The CDC and EPA says that mold testing isn't usually necessary. Is this correct, and if so, why is it
unnecessary to do anything other than visually examine signs of mold?
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e  Molds are usually not a problem indoors, unless mold spores land on a wet or damp spot and begin
growing. There are many types of mold, and none of them will grow without water or moisture.

¢ Indoor mold growth can and should be prevented or controlled by controlling moisture indoors. If there is
mold growth in your home, you must clean up the mold and fix the water problem. If you clean up the mold,
but don't fix the water problem, most likely, the mold problem will come back.

e In most cases, if visible mold growth is present, sampling is unnecessary. Since no EPA or other federal
limits have been set for mold or mold spores, sampling cannot be used to check a building's compliance with
federal mold standards and it may be of limited use in helping to understand the problem.

e  Mold assessment is mainly done through visual inspection of areas where there have been moisture
problems or water damage. Surface sampling may be useful to determine if an area has been adequately
cleaned or remediated.

e [f sampling for mold is necessary it should be conducted by professionals who have specific experience in
designing mold sampling protocols, sampling methods, and interpreting results. Sample analysis should follow
analytical methods recommended by the American Industrial Hygiene Association (AIHA), the American
Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygienists (ACGIH), or other professional organizations.

5. What if you believe that you have hidden sources of mold? What might cause a person to suspect
hidden mold, and if so, what type of professional should you call, if you should call anyone?

e Investigating hidden mold problems may be difficult and will require caution when the investigation
involves disturbing potential sites of mold growth. For example, removal of wallpaper can lead to a massive
release of spores if there is mold growing on the underside of the paper.

e  The key to mold growth is moisture so part of assessing mold problems is looking for existing or potential
moisture problems. People may suspect they have hidden mold if you know there has been water damage
behind walls or beneath surfaces, or there are unexplained odors in certain areas which have been damp or we
but you cannot find the source, or ifbuilding occupants are reporting health problems.If you believe that you
may have a hidden mold problem, consider hiring an experienced professional.

e  EPA does not have a certification program for mold inspectors or mold remediation firms. EPA does not
maintain a list of mold inspectors or mold remediation firms, though some states might. Some states and
organizations may require certification, trainings, or examinations for practitioners in the indoor air quality
industry.

e  Companies that provide water damage inspection services may help look for moisture and some may be
familiar with mold problems as well. Sometimes companies that provide radon, lead or asbestos inspection
services provide mold assessment services as another part of their business. Ask about qualifications, training
and experience and check references for professionals you are considering.

6. if a wall or floor is covered in mold, how would a person go about either cleaning that of finding a
progressional who could do so? Are there any organizations that are certified to perform this work?

e Keyremediation steps for mold cleanup include:

o Assess size of mold problem and note type of mold-damaged materials. Depending on the size
of the area involved, professional assistance may be needed to dry an area quickly and
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thoroughly. See: Table 1 and 2 Mold Remediation in Schools and Commercial Buildings at
wyww enasovimoki/meold remediption.imi Opens 3 New Window, [EPA 402-K-01-001, March 2001]
for more specific information

o

o Communicate with building occupants throughout process as appropriate to situation
o Identify source or cause of water or moisture problem

o Fix water or moisture problem

o Clean, dry or discard moldy materials as appropriate

Additional resources:

e A Brief Guide to Mold, Moisture, and Your Home" at www.sna. sovimold/moldeuide hitmd Opens a New

e  Una Breve Guia para el Moho, la Humedad y su Hogar est3 disponible en el formato PDF
wwrw . epa.goy meld/ndisfmoldauide soond! Opens 3 New Window,. Documento de la agencia EPA ntimero 402-
K-03-008.

e  Read the publication "Mold Remediation in Schools and Commercial Buildings at
www . epa.gov meld/meld remediaton himt Opens a New Window, [EPA 402-K-01-001, March 2001]

® Mold Resources are available at weww. spa.gov/mold/maoldresources. hitmi

Best,

On Tue, Oct 3, 2017 at 3:33 PM, Maria Masters < Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) iwrote:

Hi Tricia,
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Here are some questions that I was hoping an expert could answer, below. If an expert from the EPA isn't
available, and you had another recommendation as to who I could go to, that would be great. Some of this
information is hard to find--especially regarding the mold testing. Thanks so much again. Best, Maria

1. What does mold smell like? (Online, this answer tends to be a bit circular--i.e., mold smells like mildew,
or mold smells damp.) Is there another way to describe its smell?

¢ Can it smell sweet, or does it smell sour?
¢ s there any example of what mold smells like? Le., faintly of beer?
¢ And does black mold give off the same scent?

2. Is the smell of mold coming from the production of mVOCs? What causes the production of
these mVOCs? (Does it come after/as the mold is breaking down organic matter, or is it just a natural
byproduct--i.e., an odor that molds give off during their lifetime?)

3. What does mold look like? (Do different species or genus have different colors, or is it hard to
distinguish the type without a microscope?) In addition, is it true that molds can range in appearance, and if
s0, what are their colors and textures?

4. The CDC and EPA says that mold testing isn't usually necessary. Is this correct, and if so, why is it
unnecessary to do anything other than visually examine signs of mold?

5. What if you believe that you have hidden sources of mold? What might cause a person to suspect hidden
mold, and if so, what type of professional should you call, if you should call anyone?

6. If a wall or floor 1s covered in mold, how would a person go about either cleaning that of tinding a
progressional who could do so? Are there any organizations that are certified to perform this work?

On Tue, Oct 3, 2017 at 11:50 AM, Maria Masters <i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) ! wrote:

Hi Tricia,

Thanks so much--an e-mail interview would also work for me, if that's possible. I'll send over a list of
questions soon, though. Thank you again!
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On Tue, Oct 3, 2017 at 11:49 AM, Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov> wrote:

Hi Maria—

Thanks so much for your inquiry. While I'm happy to check into the possibility of an interview, please note that
they’re not always available.

In either case, to begin I'll need a list of your specific questions. Can you please supply those at your earliest
convenience?

Thanks so much,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn
Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615

From: Maria Masters [mailto: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) !
Sent: Tuesday, October 03, 2017 11:32 AM

To: Press <Press@epa.gov>

Subject: Media inquiry - story about indoor mold
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To the EPA Press Office,

My name is Maria Masters, and I'm a health journalist in the NYC area. I'm working on a story for
Health.com about mold growth--specifically, what it looks like, smells like, how to test for it, etc. I was
hoping to speak to an expert from the EPA for more specific questions about mold that grows indoors
and how to get rid of it, and how it might impact a person's health.

My deadline is Friday, October 6th, at 5:00 pm.

can work around their schedule to the best of my ability.

Thanks,

Maria
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Message

From: Grantham, Nancy [Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov]
Sent: 9/25/2017 11:24:23 AM
To: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Ferguson, Lincoln [ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov]; Graham, Amy

[graham.amy@epa.gov]; Wilcox, Jahan [wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]; Hewitt, James [hewitt.james@epa.gov]; Abboud,
Michael [abboud.michael@epa.gov]; Konkus, lohn [konkus.john@epa.gov]

Subject: FW: 9/25 issues

Attachments: 8.3 issues (002) (002) (003) (002) (002) (003) (002) (003) (003) (003) (002) (002) (003) (005).docx

Nancy Grantham

Office of Public Affairs

US Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-6879 (desk)

: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i 1m0bilel
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Message

From: Jackson, Ryan [jackson.ryan@epa.gov]
Sent: 4/27/2018 8:51:41 PM
To: Lyons, Troy [lyons.troy@epa.gov]; Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Gunasekara, Mandy

[Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov]; Beck, Nancy [Beck.Nancy@epa.gov]; Brown, Byron [brown.byron@epa.gov]; Baptist,
Erik [Baptist.Erik@epa.gov]; Yamada, Richard (Yujiro) [yamada.richard@epa.gov]; Kelly, Albert
[kelly.albert@epa.gov]; Traylor, Patrick [traylor.patrick@epa.gov]; Greaves, Holly [greaves.holly@epa.gov]; Bennett,
Tate [Bennett.Tate@epa.gov]; Forsgren, Lee [Forsgren.Lee@epa.gov]; Greenwalt, Sarah [greenwalt.sarah@epa.gov];
Bolen, Brittany [bolen.brittany@epa.gov]; Gordon, Stephen [gordon.stephen@epa.gov]; Cook, Steven
[cook.steven@epa.gov]; Darwin, Veronica [darwin.veronica@epa.gov]; Chancellor, Erin [chancellor.erin@epa.gov];
Woods, Clint [woods.clint@epa.gov]; Darwin, Henry [darwin.henry@epa.gov]; Hanson, Paige (Catherine)
[hanson.catherine@epa.gov]; Ford, Hayley [ford.hayley@epa.gov]; Wilcox, Jahan [wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]; Konkus,
John [konkus.john@epa.gov]; Beach, Christopher [beach.christopher@epa.gov]; Hupp, Millan
[hupp.millan@epa.gov]; Palich, Christian [palich.christian@epa.gov]; Ringel, Aaron [ringel.aaron@epa.gov]

CC: Dickerson, Aaron [dickerson.aaron@epa.gov]

Subject: based on this afternoon's discussion

Attachments: 2018 2nd QTR Travel - Draft.docx

Let’s plan to meet Wednesday next week.

Ryan Jackson

Chief of Staff

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
E Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i
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To: Abboud, Michael[abboud.michael@epa.gov]; Baptist, Erik[baptist.erik@epa.gov]; Beck, Nancy[Beck.Nancy@epa.gov];
Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]; Bodine, Susan[bodine.susan@epa.gov]; Bolen, Brittany[bolen.brittany@epa.gov]; Bolen,
Derrick[bolen.derrick@epa.gov]; Bowman, Liz[Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Brown, Byron[brown.byron@epa.gov]; Chmielewski,
Kevin[chmielewski.kevin@epa.gov]; Cory, Preston (Katherine)[Cory.Preston@epa.gov]; Darwin, Henry[darwin.henry@epa.gov];
Darwin, Veronica[darwin.veronica@epa.gov]; Dominguez, Alexander[dominguez.alexander@epa.gov]; Dourson,
Michael[dourson.michael@epa.gov]; Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; Falvo, Nicholas[falvo.nicholas@epa.gov]; Feeley,
Drew (Robert)[Feeley.Drew@epa.gov]; Ferguson, Lincoln[ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov]; Ford, Hayley[ford.hayley@epa.gov]; Forsgren,
Lee[Forsgren.Lee@epa.gov]; Fotouhi, David[Fotouhi.David@epa.gov]; Frye, Tony (Robert)[frye.robert@epa.gov]; Gordon,
Stephen[gordon.stephen@epa.gov]; Greaves, Holly[greaves.holly@epa.gov]; Greenwalt, Sarah[greenwalt.sarah@epa.gov];
Gunasekara, Mandy[Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov]; Harlow, David[harlow.david@epa.gov]; Hewitt, James[hewitt.james@epa.gov];
Hupp, Millan[hupp.millan@epa.gov]; Jackson, Ryan[jackson.ryan@epa.gov]; Kelly, Albert[kelly.albert@epa.gov]; Konkus,
John[konkus.john@epa.gov]; Letendre, Daisy[letendre.daisy@epa.gov]; Lovell, Will (William)[lovell.william@epa.gov]; Lyons,
Troy[lyons.troy@epa.gov]; McMurray, Forrestimcmurray.forrest@epa.gov]; Munoz, Charlesmunoz.charles@epa.gov]; Palich,
Christian[palich.christian@epa.gov]; Ringel, Aaron[ringel.aaron@epa.gov]; Rodrick, Christian[rodrick.christian@epa.gov]; Sands,
Jeffrey[sands.jeffrey@epa.gov]; Schwab, Justin[Schwab.Justin@epa.gov]; Shimmin, Kaitlyn[shimmin.kaitlyn@epa.gov]; Traylor,
Patrick[traylor.patrick@epa.gov]; Wagner, Kenneth[wagner.kenneth@epa.gov]; White, Elizabeth[white.elizabeth@epa.gov]; Wilcox,
Jahan[wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]; Yamada, Richard (Yujiro)[yamada.richard@epa.gov]; Benevento,
Douglas[benevento.douglas@epa.gov]; Davis, Patrick[davis.patrick@epa.gov]; Glenn, Trey[Glenn.Trey@epa.gov]; Gulliford,
Jim[gulliford.jim@epa.gov]; Lopez, Peter[lopez.peter@epa.gov]; Servidio, Cosmo[Servidio.Cosmo@epa.gov]; Stepp,
Cathy[stepp.cathy@epa.gov]

From: Ford, Hayley[/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=4748A9029CF74453A20EE8AC9527830C-FORD, HAYLE]

Sent: Mon 10/30/2017 4:12:44 PM (UTC)

Subject: Agency Weekly Report 10.30.17

Weekly Report 10.27.2017.docx

See attached for the weekly report.

Thanks!

Hayley Ford

Deputy White House Liaison and Personal Aide to the Administrator
Environmental Protection Agency

ford. havley@epa.gov

Phone: 202-564-2022

Cel I: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)
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To: matthieu.fauroux@francetv.frimatthieu.fauroux@francetv.fr]

From: Lynn, Tricia[f/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=D8747BA49CDE485EA4AC58DBF09C3DCD-TRICIA SLUSSER]
Sent: Fri 10/6/2017 5:49:30 PM (UTC)

Subject: RE: French TV / Fact checking on EPA fine

Matthieu—
Again, for attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”

We are unable to provide any documents, as case documents have been archived at the National Archives and Records
Administration.

Best,

Tricia

From: Fauroux Matthieu [mailto:matthieu.fauroux@francetv.ir]
Sent: Friday, October 06, 2017 12:13 PM

To: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: French TV / Fact checking on EPA fine

Hello Tricia,

Sure not a problem, thank you.
Could you please send me whatever public document is available on that case ?

Best,
Matthieu

De : Lynn, Tricia [mailto:lynn.tricia @epa.gov]

Envoyé : vendredi 6 octobre 2017 18:08

A : Fauroux Matthieu <matthieu.faurcux@francetv.fr>
Objet : RE: French TV / Fact checking on EPA fine

Matthieu—
If attributing, for attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”

We have a record of a LaFarge case from 1993 in Alabama with a penalty of $594,000. We cannot confirm whether this is the same
case referenced in the Washington Post article, however.

Best,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615

From: Fauroux Matthieu [mailto:matthieu.fauroux@francetv.ir]
Sent: Monday, September 25, 2017 11:45 AM
To: Harris-Young, Dawn <Harris-Young. Deawn@epa.gov>; Press <Press@epa.gov>
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Subject: French TV / Fact checking on EPA fine

Dear Ms. Harris-Young,

My name is Matthieu Fauroux, | am a reporter for the French public TV network “France 2”.

| am working on a 52 minutes documentary on the Lafarge company and | would like to double-check an information published by
the Washington Post on the EPA, back in 2007, which made the news again during the last American presidential election.
According to the WP, on 1990, Lafarge was fined by the EPA to pay a 1.8 M dollar fine, which was later reduced to a 600 K.

According to the newspaper, this would be related to its activities in Alabama.

hitp://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2007/12/08/AR2007120801551. himl

Could you please confirm, or deny these allegations ?
Who could | reach at the EPA to learn more about this topic ?

| thank you very much for your help.

Kind regards,
Matthieu Fauroux

+33685225875

Click here to report this email as spam.
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To: Ivory, Danielle[danielle.ivory@nytimes.com]

Cc: Bowman, Liz[Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Grantham, Nancy[Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov]; Wilcox,
Jahan[wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]

From: Vizian, Donna[/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=CB2401BF8D4F441DBF27F21E122BE2C5-VIZIAN, DONNA]
Sent: Fri 4/27/2018 6:49:48 PM (UTC)

Subject: RE: NYT interview request -- Grosse lle office

202-564-4600

From: Ivory, Danielle [mailto:danielle.ivory@nytimes.com]

Sent: Friday, April 27, 2018 2:43 PM

To: Vizian, Donna <Vizian.Donna@epa.gov>

Cc: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>; Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: NYT interview request -- Grosse lle office

No problem at all. Thanks very much, Donna. What's the best number to call?

On Fri, Apr 27, 2018 at 2:30 PM, Vizian, Donna <Vizian.Donna@epa.gov> wrote:
Danielle,

| apologize for the delay in responding. Would Thursday afternoon at 2:00 work?

Best,
Donna

From: danielle.ivory@nytimes.com [mailto:danielle.ivory@nvytimes.com]

Sent: Wednesday, April 25, 2018 8:12 PM

To: Vizian, Donna <Vizian.Donna{@epa.gov>

Cc: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>; Wilcox, Jahan
<wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: NYT interview request -- Grosse lle office

Absolutely fine. Thanks, Donna.

Sent from my iPhone
On Apr 25, 2018, at 7:40 PM, Vizian, Donna <Vizian.Donna@epa.gov> wrote:

Can | get back to you tomorrow on a day?
On Apr 25, 2018, at 5:58 PM, Ivory, Danielle <danielle.ivory @nytimes.com> wrote:

Certainly, does Monday or Tuesday work for you? And thanks very much,
Danielle

On Wed, Apr 25, 2018 at 5:57 PM, Vizian, Donna <Vizian.Donna@epa.gov> wrote:
Danielle — | would be happy to share the background, however | am very booked this week. Can we
set aside some time next week?

From: lvory, Danielle [mailto:danielie.ivory@nytimes.com]

Sent: Wednesday, April 25, 2018 5:28 PM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>

Cc: Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>; Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>; Vizian,
Donna <Vizian.Donna@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: NYT interview request -- Grosse lle office

Do you know why this decision to move the office was revived under the new administration and why the
decision was made to move the office to Ann Arbor, rather than to one of the spaces nearer to Grosse lle that
had previously been considered by EPA and GSA? Who signed off on the closure of the office and moving
the employees to Ann Arbor? Again, there have been concerns in the Grosse lle office that moving the office
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to Ann Arbor will lengthen the commute to most emergency scenes, not just because Grosse lle is generally
closer, but also because responders are not allowed to take emergency vehicles home with them and will
have to drive to Ann Arbor first before going to the scene.

You told me yesterday to reach out to Region 5 and OARM. OARM has not responded and Region 5 referred me back
to you.

Thanks,

Danielle

On Wed, Apr 25, 2018 at 5:24 PM, Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov> wrote:
We provided you a response

Sent from my iPhone
On Apr 25, 2018, at 5:13 PM, Ivory, Danielle <danielle.ivory@nytimes.com> wrote:

Hi Liz, just fyi, | haven't heard back from OARM and Region 5 got back to me and said
the Washington press office would answer my questions.

Thanks,
Danielle

On Tue, Apr 24, 2018 at 6:53 PM, Ivory, Danielle <danielle.ivory@nytimes.com> wrote:
Thanks, Liz. | will reach out to OARM.

Thanks,
Danielle

On Tue, Apr 24, 2018 at 6:14 PM, Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov> wrote:
Please reach out to OARM also, who is copied here. From the ORD chief of
staff (for background, not for attribution): “EPA’s ORD was down to two staff in
Gross lle as of May 2017 which was costing $400K annually to operate. ORD
career staff notified the Agency that they planned to vacate and our staff were
relocated to Ann Arbor which is commuting distance away. Our environmental
due diligence on the lab work will be complete early this summer.”

From: lvory, Danielle [mailto:danielle.ivory@nytimes.com]

Sent: Tuesday, April 24, 2018 6:07 PM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>

Cc: Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>; Wilcox, Jahan
<wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: FW: NYT interview request -- Grosse lle office

I'm happy to reach out to the region and will do so. But -- are you saying that no one
in the leadership in Washington was involved in the decision to close an EPA office
and move its employees to a different office? That would be very unusual. My
understanding is that regional offices are not allowed to make unilateral moves like
that without sign off from the political leadership. Am | wrong?

Thanks again,
Danielle

On Tue, Apr 24, 2018 at 6:00 PM, Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov> wrote:
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Hi Danielle — Please reach out to the Region directly, who is best poised to
provide this information.

From: lvory, Danielle [mailto:danielie.ivory@nytimes.com]

Sent: Tuesday, April 24, 2018 5:38 PM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>

Cc: Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>; Wilcox, Jahan
<wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: FW: NYT interview request -- Grosse lle office

Hi Liz, this is a decision that was in the works during the Obama administration,
except that it was officially stopped in November of 2016. Also, the plans for that
move involved going a maximum of 11 miles away from Grosse lle. My
understanding that that Grosse lle employees got official word in November 2016
that the move had been cancelled for at least the next four years. Do you know why
the decision was revived under the new administration and why the decision was
made to move the office to Ann Arbor, rather than to one of the spaces nearer to
Grosse lle that had previously been considered by EPA and GSA?

There have been concerns in the Grosse lle office that moving the office to Ann Arbor
will lengthen the commute to most emergency scenes, not just because Grosse lle is
generally closer, but also because responders are not allowed to take emergency
vehicles home with them and will have to drive to Ann Arbor first before going to the
scene.

Thanks again,

Danielle

OnTue, Apr 24, 2018 at 5:27 PM, Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov> wrote:
Hi Danielle — On background only: This is a decision that has been in the
works since the previous administration. All the employees at the facility
will continue in their positions at the new location, and all the functions of
the Grosse lle office will continue at the Ann Arbor location. Thank you — Liz
On Tue, Apr 24, 2018 at 5:08 PM, Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov> wrote:
Hi Danielle — Kell doesn’t have any knowledge of this issue, but | am following up
with the Region and their Superfund director to get more information. Thank you
—Liz

From: lvory, Danielle [mailto:danielle.ivory@nytimes.com]

Sent: Tuesday, April 24, 2018 2:45 PM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>

Subject: NYT interview request -- Grosse lle office

Hi Liz, I'm looking into EPA's decision to shut down its Grosse lle
office and relocate those employees to an office in Ann Arbor. I'd
like to request on-the-record interviews with Albert Kelly and
Vaughn Noga this week about how and why the decision was made.
As you may know, many of the staffers working in the Grosse lle
office are emergency responders under the EPA's superfund
program.

Thanks very much,

Danielle

Danielle Ivory
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Message

From: Vizian, Donna [Vizian.Donna@epa.gov]

Sent: 4/27/2018 6:30:53 PM

To: danielle.ivory@nytimes.com

CC: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Grantham, Nancy [Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov]; Wilcox, Jahan
[wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: NYT interview request -- Grosse lle office

Danielle,

| apologize for the delay in responding. Would Thursday afternoon at 2:00 work?

Best,
Donna

From: danielle.ivory@nytimes.com [mailto:danielle.ivory@nytimes.com]

Sent: Wednesday, April 25, 2018 8:12 PM

To: Vizian, Donna <Vizian.Donna@®epa.gov>

Cc: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>; Wilcox, Jahan
<wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: NYT interview request -- Grosse lle office

Absolutely fine. Thanks, Donna.

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 25, 2018, at 7:40 PM, Vizian, Donna <Vizian.Donna@epa.gov> wrote:

Can | get back to you tomorrow on a day?

On Apr 25, 2018, at 5:58 PM, Ivory, Danielle <danielle.ivory@nytimes.com> wrote:

Certainly, does Monday or Tuesday work for you? And thanks very much,
Danielle

On Wed, Apr 25, 2018 at 5:57 PM, Vizian, Donna <Vizian.Donna@epa.gov> wrote:

Danielle — | would be happy to share the background, however | am very booked this
week. Can we set aside some time next week?

From: lvory, Danielle [mailto:danielle.ivory@nytimes.com]

Sent: Wednesday, April 25, 2018 5:28 PM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>

Cc: Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>; Wilcox, Jahan
<wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>; Vizian, Donna <Vizian.Donna@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: NYT interview request -- Grosse lle office
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Do you know why this decision to move the office was revived under the new administration
and why the decision was made to move the office to Ann Arbor, rather than to one of the
spaces nearer to Grosse lle that had previously been considered by EPA and GSA? Who
signed off on the closure of the office and moving the employees to Ann Arbor? Again, there
have been concerns in the Grosse lle office that moving the office to Ann Arbor will lengthen
the commute to most emergency scenes, not just because Grosse lle is generally closer, but
also because responders are not allowed to take emergency vehicles home with them and
will have to drive to Ann Arbor first before going to the scene.

You told me yesterday to reach out to Region 5 and OARM. OARM has not responded and Region 5
referred me back to you.

Thanks,

Danielle

On Wed, Apr 25, 2018 at 5:24 PM, Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov> wrote:

We provided you a response

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 25, 2018, at 5:13 PM, Ivory, Danielle <danielle.ivory@nytimes.com> wrote:

Hi Liz, just fyi, | haven't heard back from OARM and Region 5 got back
to me and said the Washington press office would answer my
guestions.

Thanks,

Danielle

On Tue, Apr 24, 2018 at 6:53 PM, Ivory, Danielle
<danielle.ivory@nytimes.com> wrote:

Thanks, Liz. | will reach out to OARM.

Thanks,

Danielle
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On Tue, Apr 24, 2018 at 6:14 PM, Bowman, Liz
<Bowman.Liz@epa.gov> wrote:

Please reach out to OARM also, who is copied here. From the
ORD chief of staff {for background, not for attribution): “EPA’s
ORD was down to two staff in Gross lle as of May 2017 which
was costing S400K annually to operate. ORD career staff
notified the Agency that they planned to vacate and our staff
were relocated to Ann Arbor which is commuting distance
away. QOur environmental due diligence on the lab work will
be complete early this summer.”

From: lvory, Danielle [mailto:danielle.ivory@nytimes.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 24, 2018 6:07 PM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>

Cc: Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>; Wilcox, Jahan
<wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: FW: NYT interview request -- Grosse lle office

I'm happy to reach out to the region and will do so. But -- are you
saying that no one in the leadership in Washington was involved in
the decision to close an EPA office and move its employees to a
different office? That would be very unusual. My understanding is
that regional offices are not allowed to make unilateral moves like
that without sign off from the political leadership. Am | wrong?

Thanks again,

Danielle

On Tue, Apr 24, 2018 at 6:00 PM, Bowman, Liz
<Bowman.Liz@epa.gov> wrote:

Hi Danielle — Please reach out to the Region directly, who is
best poised to provide this information.
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From: lvory, Danielle [mailto:danielle.ivory@nytimes.com]

Sent: Tuesday, April 24, 2018 5:38 PM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.lLiz@epa.gov>

Cc: Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>; Wilcox, Jahan
<wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: FW: NYT interview request -- Grosse lle office

Hi Liz, this is a decision that was in the works during the Obama
administration, except that it was officially stopped in November
of 2016. Also, the plans for that move involved going a maximum
of 11 miles away from Grosse lle. My understanding that that
Grosse lle employees got official word in November 2016 that the
move had been cancelled for at least the next four years. Do you
know why the decision was revived under the new administration
and why the decision was made to move the office to Ann Arbor,
rather than to one of the spaces nearer to Grosse lle that had
previously been considered by EPA and GSA?

There have been concerns in the Grosse lle office that moving the
office to Ann Arbor will lengthen the commute to most emergency
scenes, not just because Grosse lle is generally closer, but also
because responders are not allowed to take emergency vehicles
home with them and will have to drive to Ann Arbor first before
going to the scene.

Thanks again,

Danielle

On Tue, Apr 24, 2018 at 5:27 PM, Bowman, Liz
<Bowman.Liz@epa.gov> wrote:

Hi Danielle — On background only: This is a decision that has
been in the works since the previous administration. All
the employees at the facility will continue in their positions
at the new location, and all the functions of the Grosse lle
office will continue at the Ann Arbor location. Thank you —
Liz
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On Tue, Apr 24, 2018 at 5:08 PM, Bowman, Liz
<Bowman.Liz@epa.gov> wrote:

to get more information. Thank you — Liz

From: lvory, Danielle
Imailto:danielle.ivory@nytimes.com|]

Sent: Tuesday, April 24, 2018 2:45 PM
To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>

office

under the EPA's superfund program.
Thanks very much,

Danielle

Danielle lvory
The New York Times
Office: 212-556-1596

Fax: 646-349-2536
PGP Key:
4FOC8AF6FBIB5DBE
Signal encrypted chat:
917-280-2607

Danielle lvory
The New York Times
Office: 212-556-1596

i
Cel I: : Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i
i i

9.1.2020

Subject: NYT interview request -- Grosse lle

Hi Liz, I'm looking into EPA's decision to shut
down its Grosse lle office and relocate those
employees to an office in Ann Arbor. I'd like to
request on-the-record interviews with Albert
Kelly and Vaughn Noga this week about how
and why the decision was made. As you may
know, many of the staffers working in the
Grosse lle office are emergency responders

Hi Danielle — Kell doesn’t have any knowledge of this issue, but
| am following up with the Region and their Superfund director

ED_003047_00005975-00005



Fax: 646-349-2536
PGP Key: 4FOC8AF6FBIB5DBE
Signal encrypted chat: 917-280-2607

Danielle lvory
The New York Times
Office: 212-556-1596

Fax: 646-349-2536
PGP Key: 4FOC8AF6FBIB5DBE
Signal encrypted chat: 917-280-2607

Danielle lvory

The New York Times

Office: 212-556-1596

Cell: : Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) |

Fax: 646-349-2536

PGP Key: 4FOC8AF6FB9B5DBE

Signal encrypted chat: 917-280-2607

Danielle ivory
The New York Times
Office: 212-556-1596

Cell:; &x 6 porsonalrivacy (PP
Fax: 646-349-2536
PGP Key: 4FOC8AF6FBIBSDBE

Signal encrypted chat: 917-280-2607
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Danielle lvory
The New York Times
Office: 212-556-1596

Fax: 646-349-2536
PGP Key: 4FOC8AF6FBIB5DBE
Signal encrypted chat: 917-280-2607

Danielle lvory
The New York Times
Office: 212-556-1596

Fax: 646-349-2536
PGP Key: 4FOC8AF6FB9B5DBE
Signal encrypted chat: 917-280-2607
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Message

From: Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]

Sent: 10/6/2017 4:07:50 PM

To: matthieu.fauroux@francetv.fr

Subject: RE: French TV / Fact checking on EPA fine
Matthieu—

If attributing, for attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”

We have arecord of a LaFarge case from 1993 in Alabama with a penalty of 5594,000. We cannot confirm whether this
is the same case referenced in the Washington Post article, however.

Best,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615

From: Fauroux Matthieu [imailtomatthieu fauroux@irancety.ir]

Sent: Monday, September 25, 2017 11:45 AM

To: Harris-Young, Dawn <Harris-Young Dawndlepa.gov>; Press <Press@ena. gov>
Subject: French TV / Fact checking on EPA fine

Dear Ms. Harris-Young,
My name is Matthieu Fauroux, | am a reporter for the French public TV network “France 2”.

| am working on a 52 minutes documentary on the Lafarge company and | would like to double-check an information
published by the Washington Post on the EPA, back in 2007, which made the news again during the last American
presidential election.

According to the WP, on 1990, Lafarge was fined by the EPA to pay a 1.8 M dollar fine, which was later reduced to a 600
K. According to the newspaper, this would be related to its activities in Alabama.

htin Awww washingtonpostcom/wo-dynfeontent/article/ 2007 /1 2/ 08/ ARZ0O71 2080155 L html

Could you please confirm, or deny these allegations ?
Who could | reach at the EPA to learn more about this topic ?

| thank you very much for your help.

Kind regards,
Matthieu Fauroux
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Message

From: Wilcox, Jahan [wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]

Sent: 10/10/2017 9:08:18 PM

To: Ali.Meyer@KFOR.com

CC: Ferguson, Lincoln [ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov]; Falvo, Nicholas [falvo.nicholas@epa.gov]; Bowman, Liz
[Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Abboud, Michael [abboud.michael@epa.gov]

Subject: Here's our statement

ON-THE-RECORD STATEMENT ... “It’s been over a decade since the President signed a budget passed by
Congress, but the fact remains parties that poliuted the land are responsible for the clean-up costs.”— EPA
spokesman, Jahan Wilcox

Additional Background (not for attribution):

EPA’s Superfund, Brownfields, and water infrastructure programs are key to helping bring EPA back its core
mission; areas that all fell by the wayside under the Obama administration. We are currently looking for ways
to better utilize all available tools and resources to clean up more contaminated lands faster so that
communities are made safer and put back into productive use. We have recently made two big
announcements on our Superfunds program, including a new Task Forcelepa govl, and 3 new
directivelepa.zovl reserving the power to select remedies estimated to cost $50 million or more with the
Administrator, and instructing EPA Regions to work more closely with the Administrator’s Office throughout
the remedy development process.

The notion that streamlining and improving the Superfund program will somehow lead to less protective or
effective cleanups is false. Applicable regulations require us to select remedies that will be protective to
human health and the environment based on the anticipated future use of the site and other criteria. That
isn't changing as a part of this initiative. Unlike the previous administration that failed to prioritize the
Superfund program, Administrator Pruitt is providing real leadership that will lead to better results at
Superfund sites across the country.

It’s very clear this was not a top-priority, or priority in general, from the previous administration because of
the little progress made in eight years. The two common metrics are the number of sites that were deleted
from the National Priority List or sites where construction of the remedy has been completed. According to
this site hitos:/fwww epa.govisunerfund/deleted-national-priprities-list-nplsites-deletion-datelena.govl it
looks like EPA deleted 60 sites since 2009. Also, according to this

site htips:/fwww.ens sovisunerfund/superfund-remedial-performance-measuresics anchorlepa.govl EPA
has completed construction at about 125 sites since 2009.

In Politico Energy, Gina McCarthy recognized that Superfund sites weren’t a priority. Her quote makes it
sound like this is some old program that no one cares about anymore — but the truth is that a LOT of people
care. The people of West Lake care. The people of E. Chicago care. And, Americans deserve better leadership
on this program:
"Is EPA supposed to respond and say, 'We're really busy cleaning up Superfund sites from the '60s. We
really can't address the problems that you're facing today?'" McCarthy added.
hitps:/fwww politicopro com/fenergy/story/2017/06/ pruitts-predecessors-pan-epa-originalism-
shilosophy-15784%9 0. ooliticosmail.com

With regard to the Budget:
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The proposed budget for EPA is a 31 percent cut, the proposed cut to the Superfund program is 30 percent; or
a $330 million reduction. As the Administrator has said many times, money is not the issue with this
program. We believe that with better leadership, and reducing inefficiencies and administrative costs, we
can accelerate the pace of the clean-ups. It is also worth noting that we believe there is significant amount of
money being wasted in administrative costs in this program (ranging from 28 to 55 percent depending on the
region, for prior years, for indirect costs that are loaded as a percentage of direct clean-up costs, such as:
administrative matters, personnel matters, guidance development, office utility and supply costs), and we are
in the process of trying to identify and reduce these inefficiencies through our Task Force. Of course, some of
the oversight costs are probably necessary, but we also know there is a lot of inefficiencies and waste — so that
is what we are trying to identify and flush out.

Details on numbers: 1,336 sites on National Priorities List. a site was removed on 5/16 lowering the total by
1.

NPL sites correlated to Presidential Administrations:
1984-538 sites

1988-797 sites (+259 Reagan)

1992-1183 sites (+386 George HW Bush)

1996-1211 sites

2000-1232 sites (+49 Clinton)

2004-1239 sites

2008-1257 sites (+25 George W Bush)

2012-1313 sites

2016-1337 sites (+80 Obama)

Specific examples:

LSS Lead Superfund Sitefeng gov] - East Chicago, Indiana: Administrator Pruitt is the first EPA Administrator to
visit East Chicago, which was listed on the National Priorities List of the worst contaminated sites in the
country in 2009. One of Pruitt’s first trips was to visit the East Chicago Superfund site because he wanted to
see and hear first-hand from the people who've been counting on us to help them. He has pledged improved
coordination, communication and cleanup of the site working alongside federal, state and local partners.
Under Pruitt’s leadership, EPA has taken actions to expedite cleanup, and EPA announced the creation of a
community involvement coordinator to serve as a director point of contact for East Chicago residents. At East
Chicago: EPA cleaned up 50 properties in 2016, 200 properties in 2017 and anticipates cleaning up 400 more
properties in 2018 and 2019, excluding the housing complex property in zone 1.

West Lake Landfill Superfund Site{eps.gov] — Bridgeton, Missouri: This site has been on the National Priorities
List (NPL) for 28 years. Administrator Pruitt has committed to a solution within a few months. While this is not
finished even once a decision is made, it shows action to solve a problem that no one else has addressed in
almost two decades. While we are still working through a solution, we are committed to getting this matter
resolved.

The Anaconda Copper Minelcumulis.epa.govl — Nevada: This site was not put on the NPL list because a
private/state solution was proposed. Administrator Pruitt met with Nevada Gov. Sandoval about the site to
discuss brokering a deal with the PRP (Potentially Responsible Parties) to get the site cleaned up without
having to have it added to the NPL — showing deference to the state and governor, and showing cooperative
federalism.

HiH#
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Jahan Wilcox
EPA

Strategic Communications Advisor
Work Ce”: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) E

Work Email: wilcox.jahan@epa.gov
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To: Eugene.Gilligan@acuris.com[Eugene.Gilligan@acuris.com]

From: Lynn, Tricial/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=D8747BA49CDE485EA4AC58DBF09C3DCD-TRICIA SLUSSER]
Sent: Thur 9/28/2017 6:59:25 PM (UTC)

Subject: RE: WIFIA projects

Gene—
If attributing, for attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”

Again, no loan funding has been received by any WIFIA project. No final decisions have been made as to whether individual
projects will or will not receive loans, including any of the four in California.

Best,

Tricia

From: Eugene Gilligan [mailto:Eugene. Gilligan@acuris.com]
Sent: Thursday, September 28, 2017 1:42 PM

To: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: WIFIA projects

Hi, Tricia:

Just checking on something one of our sources told us. The source said that 3 projects in California had received WIFIA funding, for
a total of $700 million. That would seem to eliminate the last project, the San Francisco Southeast Water Pollution Control project
in San Francisco.

Can you provide any guidance on this?

Thank you,

Gene

From: Lynn, Tricia [mailto:lynn.tricia@epa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, September 28, 2017 11:51 AM

To: Eugene Gilligan <Eugene.Gilligan@acuris.com>
Subject: RE: WIFIA projects

Hi Gene—

Please see below for EPA’s response to your inquiry. If attributing, please attribute to “an EPA spokesperson:”

Best,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615
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The WIFIA program is inviting 12 entities with projects in nine states to apply for more than $2 billion in Water Infrastructure

Finance and Innovation Act (WIFIA) loans. (See https://www.epa.gov/wifia/wifia-fy-2017-letters-interest-and-selected-

projecisiselectedprojects.) Among them, the WIFIA program invited 4 entities with projects in California to apply for loans. (See

below)

EPA has not yet closed any of the 12 loans. After an invitee applies for WIFIA credit assistance, the WIFIA program conducts a

detailed financial and engineering review in order to develop the terms and conditions for the project. Once a mutually agreeable

term sheet is developed, the Administrator approves the loan and executes the term sheet. Based on the term sheet, the WIFIA

program finalizes the terms of credit assistance. At closing, the Administrator and the borrower execute the credit agreement,

which is the binding legal document that allows the borrower to receive WIFIA funds.

California Projects Invited to Apply for WIFIA credit assistance:

Facilities Project

Project Name Borrower Requeste
Groundwater Replenishment System Final Expansion Orange County Water District (California) $124 milli
Pure Water San Diego City of San Diego (California) 5492 milli
Water Reclamation Facility Project City of Morro Bay (California) {Small Community) $82 millio
Southeast Water Pollution Control Plant Biosolids Digester San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (California) $625 milli

California

Groundwater Replenishment System Final Expansion (Orange County, California) (PDF)(1 pg, 178 K)

Pure Water San Diego (San Diego, California) (PDF)(1 pg, 178 K)

Southeast Water Pollution Control Plant Biosolids Digester Facilities Project (San Francisco, California) (PDF)(1 p

K)

Water Reclamation Project (Morro Bay, California) (PDF)(1 pg, 619 K)

.
g, 230

From: Eugene Gilligan [mailto:Eugene. Gilligan@acuris.com]
Sent: Wednesday, September 27, 2017 4:21 PM
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To: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: WIFIA projects

Hi, Tricia:

Sorry to get back so late to you. | am wondering if you can provide the names of the water projects that received WIFIA funding in
California. | understand that there are three of them.

Thanks, | don’t know if it's possible, but if | can get an answer to this today, that would be great.
Thanks very much.

Gene

From: Lynn, Tricia [mailto:lynn.tricia@epa.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, September 27, 2017 8:16 AM
To: Eugene Gilligan <Eugene.Gilligan@acuris.com>
Subject: RE: WIFIA projects

Hi Gene—
| see that you wrote to Enesta looking for an answer last night. Do you still want a response? If so, what’s your hard deadline?
Thanks!

--Tricia

From: Jones, Enesta

Sent: Wednesday, September 27, 2017 7:33 AM
To: Eugene Gilligan <Eugene.Gilligan@acuris.com>
Cc: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: WIFIA projects

Hi Eugene,

Tricia Lynn, copied here, will be in touch.
On Sep 26, 2017, at 5:02 PM, Eugene Gilligan <Eugene.Gilligan@acuris.com> wrote:

Hi, Enesta:

| hope you are well. | am checking to see if you might be able to provide any information on the projects that were granted WIFIA
funding. | understand that all of the projects are located in California.

Thanks, if it would be possible to get this information today, that would be great.
Best,

Gene

Eugene Gilligan

Senior Reporter

Inframation-An Acuris company

D: 646“412"5321 ME Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) E
Inframationgroup.com

Seife v. EPA (1:19-cv-05190) 9.1.2020 ED_003047_00005994-00003



This email was seni by a company owned by Mergermarket Ltd, registered office at 10 Queen Street Place, London, EC4R 1BE.
Registered in England and Wales with company number 3878547

This email was seni by a company owned by Mergermarket Ltd, registered office at 10 Queen Street Place, London, EC4R 1BE.
Registered in England and Wales with company number 3878547

This email was seni by a company owned by Mergermarket Ltd, registered office at 10 Queen Street Place, London, EC4R 1BE.
Registered in England and Wales with company number 3878547

Seife v. EPA (1:19-cv-05190) 9.1.2020 ED_003047_00005994-00004



Message

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Hi Ed—

Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]
9/22/2017 2:23:38 PM
ed.sullivan@tradepress.com

RE: Energy Star 2017 budget

For attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”

The FY 2017 budget for Energy Star is $42.1 Million.

Best,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs

U.S. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615

From: Ed Sullivan <ed.sullivan@iradepress.com>
Date: September 21,2017 at 3:00:35 PM EDT

To: jones.enesta@epa.gov

Subject: Energy Star 2017 budget

Enesta,

I'm writing a short piece about the Energy Star budget in the appropriations package
passed by the House. Can you tell me the Energy Star program budget for 20177

Thanks for your help.

Ed

Edward Sullivan

Editor, Building Operating Management
414.228.7701, ext. 451
edward.sullivan@tradepress.com
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Message

From: Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]
Sent: 9/7/2017 2:35:57 PM

To: laura.mojonnier@argusmedia.com
Subject: RE: Senator Carper's letter to EPA
Hi Laura—

For attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”
We have just received the letter and are reviewing it. We will respond through the proper channel.
Best,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615

From: Jones, Enesta

Sent: Thursday, September 07, 2017 10:22 AM

To: Laura Mojonnier <laura.mojonnier@argusmedia.com>
Cc: Press <Press@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: Senator Carper's letter to EPA

Laura, a colleague will be in touch.

On Sep 7, 2017, at 10:21 AM, Laura Mojonnier <laura.mojonnier@argusmedia.com> wrote:

Hi Enesta,

| was wondering if EPA had any comment on Senator Carper’s letter to Administrator Pruitt, over Clean Water Rule
data? Here’s the letter for reference: https://www.epw.senate.gov/public/ cache/files/2/e/2e67da%92-19ad-4aed-b4bb-
c07¢99d4¢779/E2981BO0OADE7ABEGESCIAL54BI3EFS5D. carper-guestions-epa-on-verbal-direction-to-delete-economic-
data-in-clean-water-rule-rewrite.pdf

Thanks,
Laura Mojonnier

Laurg Mojonnier
Markels Reporter
Argus Media

vy argusimeddia. com
Carect 1 200 349 2881

Srnatl laura. mojonnier@argusmedia.com
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Message

From: Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]

Sent: 9/20/2017 8:58:34 PM

To: : Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) |

Subject: Re: Media request -- data on lead contamination near public housing sites?
Hi Rebecca—

Again, for attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”
You are correct: we made an error in our initial response. Here is our correction, highlighted in yellow:

As of May 2017, when we most recently conducted this analysis, there were 669 National Priorities List
(including proposed, current and deleted sites) and Superfund Alternative Approach sites with a HUD public
housing or HUD-subsidized multifamily building within a 1-mile radius. The total number of NPL (including
proposed, current and deleted sites) and SAA sites at that time was 1,850. That means that 36 percent of NPL
and SAA sites are within a 1-mile radius of a HUD building.

Regarding your question about prioritized sites following the May 2017 review, here is where EPA has
prioritized action:

e Beck’s Lake: Expedited sampling and expanded sampling area to adjacent public housing.
o Former Chattancoga Foundries/Southside Chattanooga: Expedited sampling at public housing suspected
to be impacted by release. EPA found no contamination and notified residents.

Best,

Tricia

From: Rebecca Burns [mailto: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) |

Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2017 3:49 PM

To: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: Media request -- data on lead contamination near public housing sites?

Thank you, Tricia! Just to clarify: You mean that 36 percent of the NPL/ SAA sites are within a 1-mile radius of
a HUD building, correct?

And I do have an additional question: Following this May 2017 review, has the EPA identified any particular
sites where 1t will prioritize investigation or clean-up because of proximity to a public housing site?

On Tue, Sep 19, 2017 at 1:56 PM, Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov> wrote:

Hi Rebecca—

If attributing, please attribute to “an EPA spokesperson:”
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As of May 2017, when we most recently conducted this analysis, there were 669 National Priorities List (including
proposed, current and deleted sites) and Superfund Alternative Approach sites with a HUD public housing or HUD-
subsidized multifamily building within a 1-mile radius. The total number of NPL {(including proposed, current and
deleted sites) and Superfund Alternative Approach sites at that time was 1,850. That means that 36 percent of these
HUD buildings are within a 1-mile radius of an NPL or SAA site.

Here are the data resources we used for this analysis:

e HUD data:
o HUD buildings: https://egis-hud.opendata.arcgis.com/datasets/52ab6a3a2ef1e4489837197dcedaf8e27 O
o HUD multifamily assisted housing: https://egis-
hud.opendata.arcgis.com/datasets/83d334f8b4614cce9e67b0e0a1105520 0
e EPA used a dataset of Superfund site boundaries that has not yet been cleared for public release. In the interim,
we are providing point data below.

Additional resources:

¢ Superfund locations -- point data: htips://www.epa.gov/superfund/superfund-data-and-reports. Under Search
for SEMS reports, search for List 8R — Active Site inventory.
e [EJSCREEN
o Go to https://ejscreen.epa.gov/mapper/
o Go to Add Maps > Additional Maps > Public Housing
o Go to Add Maps > Additional Maps > EJSCREEN Environmental Sites > Click Superfund {NPL) box on right
side of page

Best,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs

U.s. EPA
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Office: 202.564.2615

From: Rebecca Burns <I Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) E>

Date: September 18, 2017 at 9:58:40 AM PDT

To: woolford. james@epa.gov

Subject: Media request -- data on lead contamination near public housing sites?

Hi James,

I'm a reporter for /n These Times magazine, and I am working on a story about lead
contamination in East Chicago.

I saw that EPA and HUD recently entered into an MOU regarding increased communication
about HUD housing sited near Superfund sites. I also saw reference to a data analysis
determining that a majority of sites on the National Priorities List are located within a mile of
low-income housing.

I'would like to review this data for my story. I'm wondering if you could tell me whether it is
publicly available at this time?

Thanks in advance for your help.

All best,

Rebecca Burns

781-962-8816
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Message

From: Grantham, Nancy [Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov]
Sent: 8/30/2017 12:29:18 PM
To: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Ferguson, Lincoln [ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov]; Graham, Amy

[graham.amy@epa.gov]; Wilcox, Jahan [wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]; Hewitt, James [hewitt.james@epa.gov]; Abboud,
Michael [abboud.michael@epa.gov]; Konkus, lohn [konkus.john@epa.gov]

Subject: FW: 8.30 issues

Attachments: 8.3 issues (002) (002) (003) (002) (002) (003) (002) (003).docx

Nancy Grantham

Office of Public Affairs

US Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-6879 (desk)

Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) !mObilel
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Message

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sarah—

Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]
8/23/2017 8:47:27 PM
sokeson@dcreport.or

RE: media question

For attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”

EPA continues to evaluate the science and consider the input from our stakeholders to assess potential revisions to the
Lead and Copper Rule that would improve public health protection. EPAis also evaluating the costs and benefits of
these potential proposed revisions. The regulatory agenda reflects the current expectations for when this important

analysis will be ready to inform decision making.

For more information please click here hitps:/fewwe epagov/dwresinfo/lead-and-co

Best,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs

U.Ss. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615

From: Sarah Okeson [mailio:sokeson@derenort.org]

Sent: Wednesday, August 23, 2017 2:34 PM
To: Press <Frassftena gov>
Subject: media question

What is the timetable for updating the rule on lead and copper in drinking water?

Sarah Okeson

DCReportorg

417-379-2240

Seife v. EPA (1:19-cv-05190)

9.1.2020
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Message

From: Grantham, Nancy [Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov]
Sent: 8/29/2017 11:18:53 AM
To: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Ferguson, Lincoln [ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov]; Graham, Amy

[graham.amy@epa.gov]; Wilcox, Jahan [wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]; Hewitt, James [hewitt.james@epa.gov]; Abboud,
Michael [abboud.michael@epa.gov]; Konkus, lohn [konkus.john@epa.gov]

Subject: FW: 8/29 issues

Attachments: 8.3 issues {(002) (002) (003) (002) (002) (003) (002).docx

Nancy Grantham

Office of Public Affairs

US Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-6879 (desk)

Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) :! mObilel

From: Grantham, Nancy

Sent: Tuesday, August 29, 2017 7:13 AM

To: Treimel, Ellen <Treimel.Elen@epa.gov>; Richardson, RobinH <Richardson.RobinH@epa.gov>; Reeder, John
<Reeder.John@epa.gov>; Flynn, Mike <Flynn.Mike@epa.gov>; Fonseca, Silvina <Fonseca.Silvina@epa.gov>
Cc: Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>

Subject: 8/29 issues

Seife v. EPA (1:19-cv-05190) 9.1.2020 ED_003047_00006047-00001



To: Biesecker, Michael[MBiesecker@ap.org]

Cc: Bowman, Liz[Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Graham, Amy[graham.amy@epa.gov]

From: Wilcox, Jahan[/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=88FD588E97D3405D869BCAE98D391984-WILCOX, JAH]
Sent: Mon 8/28/2017 9:07:02 PM (UTC)

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

| don’t have the authority to speak on the record to this question. | have steered you to the answer and also gave a statement on
background. If you have to say that we declined to comment, | understand.

From: Biesecker, Michael [mailto:MBiesecker@ap.org]

Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 5:03 PM

To: Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>

Cc: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Graham, Amy <graham.amy®epa.gov>
Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

I really appreciate that Jahan. I'm not frying to be difficult. My employer has rules on sourcing that | have to follow, and | recognize
that other media outlets have different rules. We can cite named sources in other media outlets, if they are unavailable to us. But |

can’t cite someone else’s unnamed source.

'd really like to put this in the story, but it needs to be from a named source.

From: Wilcox, Jahan [mailto:wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 4:53 PM

To: Biesecker, Michael

Cc: Bowman, Liz; Graham, Amy

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Then please cite the Oklahoman, which | have seen the AP do (for other outlets) if you want. | was trying to be helpful.

From: Biesecker, Michael [mailto:MBiesecker@ap.org]

Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 4:36 PM

To: Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.iahan@epa.gov>

Cc: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Graham, Amy <graham.amy@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

AP rules on quoting unnamed sources say | have to cite a reason the official speaking requested and was granted anonymity,
otherwise | can’t use it. Are you not authorized to speak on this issue?

From: Wilcox, Jahan [mailto:wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 4:35 PM

To: Biesecker, Michael

Cc: Bowman, Liz; Graham, Amy

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Sure. For attribution from an EPA official ...

“Kelly told senior officials about his FDIC matter. Kelly will remain in his paid position as a senior advisor to Pruitt,”
said an EPA official.

From: Biesecker, Michael [mailto:MBiesecker@ap.org]

Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 4:29 PM

To: Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.iahan@epa.gov>

Cc: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Graham, Amy <graham.amy@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Seife v. EPA (1:19-cv-05190) 9.1.2020 ED_003047_00006050-00001



Thanks. Would really prefer not to quote the Oklahoman saying what EPA said. Can’t you guys just say the same thing to AP?

From: Wilcox, Jahan [mailto:wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 4:28 PM

To: Biesecker, Michael

Cc: Bowman, Liz; Graham, Amy

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Question 1 — Would refer you to this line in the Oklahoman: “The EPA said Kelly told senior officials about his FDIC
matter. Kelly will remain in his paid position as a senior adviser to Pruitt.”
http://newsok.com/article/5561650

Question 2 — Checking. Can | get back to you by 5p. Moving as fast as | can on this and | know you are on deadline.

From: Biesecker, Michael [mailto:MBiesecker@ap.org]

Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 4:06 PM

To: Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.iahan@epa.gov>

Cc: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Graham, Amy <graham.amy@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Just to confirm, you are OK with me reporting that EPA declined to answer whether Administrator Pruitt knew about FDIC's
pending action against Kelly when he hired him as a senior adviser.

As to this part of Jackson’s quote: “Spirit would confirm that at no point in Kell’s service did he take any action which threatened
the bank.”

| called the bank and spoke with Joyce Nadell, the executive VP. They declined to offer any such statement. Do you have anything
else to back up the contention that Kell’s actions didn’t endanger the bank?

From: Wilcox, Jahan [mailto:wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 3:43 PM

To: Biesecker, Michael

Cc: Bowman, Liz; Graham, Amy

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Below is a statement from both Frank Keating, former Oklahoma Governor and former CEO of the ABA and Ryan Jackson, EPA CoS.

“Kell Kelly is a man of high integrity. During my time as CEO of the American Bankers Association, Mr. Kelly served as
my chairman and helped lead the association through a difficult period following 2008 financial crisis; Administrator
Pruitt is fortunate to have him,” said Frank Keating, former Oklahoma governor and former CEO of the American
Bankers Association.

“Kell Kelly retired from Spirit Bank after 34 years serving as executive vice president and ultimately CEO to join EPA as
Administrator Pruitt’s principal advisor leading an effort to finance and clean up the nation’s worst contaminated
sites. Upon leaving, Spirit Bank requested that Kell remain on its board of directors which Kell declined due to full
time employment in Washington, D.C. Spirit would confirm that at no point in Kell’s service did he take any action
which threatened the bank. Kell has received full ethics and financial disclosure training as any EPA political
appointee and senior official receives. | have personally known Kell for a number of years. EPA is fortunate to have
him as part of our team. He has already contributed immensely to the Administrator’s agenda to speed up
remediation timelines. He has already gained the respect of the EPA career staff, and being responsible for hiring
political appointees at EPA, | was eager to report to Administrator Pruitt we had brought Kell on our team.” — Ryan
Jackson, EPA Chief of Staff

Seife v. EPA (1:19-cv-05190) 9.1.2020 ED_003047_00006050-00002



From: Biesecker, Michael [mailto:MBiesecker@ap.org]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 2:28 PM

To: Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.iahan@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Thanks much.

From: Wilcox, Jahan [mailto:wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 2:28 PM

To: Biesecker, Michael

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Hopefully. 1 am working on this right now.

From: Biesecker, Michael [mailto:MBiesecker@ap.org]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 2:26 PM

To: Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.iahan@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Can you get me something by 47

From: Wilcox, Jahan [mailto:wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 2:24 PM

To: Biesecker, Michael; Bowman, Liz

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

What is your deadline? Let me find these answers and get back to you.

From: Biesecker, Michael [mailto:MBiesecker@ap.org]

Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 2:19 PM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.iahan@epa.gov>
Subject: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Liz, Jahan,

AP is doing something short on the FDIC fine and banking ban against Kell Kelly after he "engaged or participated in a violation of
law or regulation, unsafe or unsound practice, and/or breach of fiduciary duty" at SpiritBank in Tulsa.

Does Kelly have any response to the FDIC's action against him? EPA comment?

Also, please answer whether Scott Pruitt was aware of the pending FDIC action against Kelly when he hired him at EPA.
Writing for today.

Thanks,

Michael

AP ASSOCIATED PRESS

Michael Biesecker 1100 13 St. NW, Suite 700

Seife v. EPA (1:19-cv-05190) 9.1.2020 ED_003047_00006050-00003



Reporter Washington, D.C. 20005-4076
mbiesecker@ap.or

Twitter: @mbieseck T 202-641-9445
PU bh(: Ke}{ M E Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) :

Have a tip for the Associated Press? We have a secure way to send it to us, anonymously. Follow this link for instructions:
www.ap.org/tips

AP is the essential global news network, delivering fast, unbiased news from every corner of the world to all media platforms and
formats. Founded in 1846, AP today is the largest and most trusted source of independent news and information. On any given day,
more than half the world's population sees news from AP.

“There are only two forces that can carry light to all corners of the globe —the sun in the heavens and The Associated Press down
here.” -- — Mark Twain, 1906

“l go with Custer and will be at the death." — AP reporter Mark Kellogg’s final dispatch from the Battle of the Little Bighorn, 1876

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the designated recipients named above. If the
reader of this communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received this
communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone
at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the designated recipients named above. If the
reader of this communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received this
communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone
at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the designated recipients named above. If the
reader of this communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received this
communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone
at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the designated recipients named above. If the
reader of this communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received this
communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone
at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the designated recipients named above. If the
reader of this communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received this
communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone
at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the designated recipients named above. If the
reader of this communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received this
communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone
at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the designated recipients named above. If the
reader of this communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received this
communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone
at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.
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Message

From: Wilcox, Jahan [wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]

Sent: 8/28/2017 8:52:34 PM

To: Biesecker, Michael [MBiesecker@ap.org]

CC: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Graham, Amy [graham.amy@epa.gov]
Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Then please cite the Oklahoman, which | have seen the AP do (for other outlets) if you want. | was trying to be
helpful.

From: Biesecker, Michael [mailto:MBiesecker@ap.org]

Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 4:36 PM

To: Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>

Cc: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Graham, Amy <graham.amy@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

AP rules on quoting unnamed sources say | have to cite a reason the official speaking requested and was granted
anonymity, otherwise | car’t use it. Are you not authorized to speak on this issue?

From: Wilcox, Jahan [mailto:wilcox.jahan@epa.qgov]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 4:35 PM

To: Biesecker, Michael

Cc: Bowman, Liz; Graham, Amy

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Sure. For attribution from an EPA official ...

“Kelly told senior officials about his FDIC matter. Kelly will remain in his paid position as a senior advisor to
Pruitt,” said an EPA official.

From: Biesecker, Michael [mailto:MBiesecker@ap.org]

Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 4:29 PM

To: Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>

Cc: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Graham, Amy <graham.amy@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Thanks. Would really prefer not to gquote the Oklishoman saying what EPA said. Can't you guys just say the same thing to
AP?

From: Wilcox, Jahan [mailto:wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 4:28 PM

To: Biesecker, Michael

Cc: Bowman, Liz; Graham, Amy

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Question 1 — Would refer you to this line in the Oklahoman: “The EPA said Kelly told senior officials about his
FDIC matter. Kelly will remain in his paid position as a senior adviser to Pruift.”
http://newsok.com/article/5561650

Seife v. EPA (1:19-cv-05190) 9.1.2020 ED_003047_00006052-00001



Question 2 — Checking. Can | get back to you by 5p. Moving as fast as | can on this and | know you are on
deadline.

From: Biesecker, Michael [mailto:MBiesecker@ap.org]

Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 4:06 PM

To: Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>

Cc: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Graham, Amy <graham.amy@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Just to confirm, you are O with me reporting that EPA declined to answer whether Administrator Pruitt knew about
FDIC s pending action against Kelly when he hired him as a senior adviser.

As to this part of lackson’s guote: “Spirit would confirm that at no point in Kel's service did he take any action which
threatened the bank.”

| called the bank and spoke with Joyce Nadell, the executive VP, They decdlined to offer any such statement. Do you have
anything else to back up the contention that Kell’s actions didn't endanger the bank?

From: Wilcox, Jahan [mailto:wilcox.jahan@epa.qov]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 3:43 PM

To: Biesecker, Michael

Cc: Bowman, Liz; Graham, Amy

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Below is a statement from both Frank Keating, former Oklahoma Governor and former CEO of the ABA and Ryan
Jackson, EPA CoS.

“Kell Kelly is a man of high integrity. During my time as CEO of the American Bankers Association, Mr. Kelly
served as my chairman and helped lead the association through a difficult period following 2008 financial
crisis; Administrator Pruitt is fortunate to have him,” said Frank Keating, former Oklahoma governor and
former CEO of the American Bankers Association.

“Kell Kelly retired from Spirit Bank after 34 years serving as executive vice president and ultimately CEO to
join EPA as Administrator Pruitt’s principal advisor leading an effort to finance and clean up the nation’s
worst contaminated sites. Upon leaving, Spirit Bank requested that Kell remain on its board of directors
which Kell declined due to full time employment in Washington, D.C. Spirit would confirm that at no point
in Kell’s service did he take any action which threatened the bank. Kell has received full ethics and financial
disclosure training as any EPA political appointee and senior official receives. | have personally known Kell
for a number of years. EPA is fortunate to have him as part of our team. He has already contributed
immensely to the Administrator’s agenda to speed up remediation timelines. He has already gained the
respect of the EPA career staff, and being responsible for hiring political appointees at EPA, | was eager to
report to Administrator Pruitt we had brought Kell on our team.” — Ryan Jackson, EPA Chief of Staff

From: Biesecker, Michael [mailto:MBiesecker@ap.org]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 2:28 PM

To: Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Seife v. EPA (1:19-cv-05190) 9.1.2020 ED_003047_00006052-00002



Thanks much.

From: Wilcox, Jahan [mailto:wilcox.jahan@epa.qov]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 2:28 PM

To: Biesecker, Michael

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Hopefully. 1am working on this right now.

From: Biesecker, Michael [mailto:MBiesecker@ap.org]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 2:26 PM

To: Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Can you get me something by 47

From: Wilcox, Jahan [mailto:wilcox.jahan®@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 2:24 PM

To: Biesecker, Michael; Bowman, Liz

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

What is your deadline? Let me find these answers and get back to you.

From: Biesecker, Michael [mailto:MBiesecker@ap.org]

Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 2:19 PM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz®@epa.gov>; Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>
Subject: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Liz, Jahan,

AP is doing something short on the FDIC fine and banking ban against Kell Kelly after he "engaged or participatedina
violation of law or regulation, unsafe or unsound practice, and/or breach of fiduciary duty" at SpiritBank in Tulsa.

Does Kelly have any response to the FDIC's action against him? EPA comment?
Also, please answer whether Scott Pruitt was aware of the pending FDIC action against Kelly when he hired him at EPA.

Writing for today.

Thanks,

Michael

Ap ASSOUIATED PRESS

Michael Biesecker 1100 13 St. NW, Suite 700
Reporter Washington, D.C. 20005-4076

Seife v. EPA (1:19-cv-05190) 9.1.2020 ED_003047_00006052-00003



mbiesecker@ap.org

Twitter: @mbieseck 1202-641-9445
Publlc Ke, , M : Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) E

Have a tip for the Associated Press? We have a secure way to send it to us, anonymously. Follow this link for
instructions: www.ap.org/tips

AP is the essential global news network, delivering fast, unbiased news from every corner of the world to all media
platforms and formats. Founded in 1846, AP today is the largest and most trusted source of independent news and
information. On any given day, more than half the world's population sees news from AP.

“There are only two forces that can carry light to all corners of the globe — the sun in the heavens and The Associated
Press down here.” — Mark Twain, 1906

“1 go with Custer and will be at the death." — AP reporter Mark Kellogg’s final dispatch from the Battle of the Little
Bighorn, 1876

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the designated recipients named
above. If the reader of this communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have
received this communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify The
Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the designated recipients named
above. If the reader of this communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have
received this communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify The
Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the designated recipients named
above. If the reader of this communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have
received this communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify The
Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the designated recipients named
above. If the reader of this communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have
received this communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify The
Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the designated recipients named
above. If the reader of this communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have
received this communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify The
Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the designated recipients named
above. If the reader of this communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have
received this communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify The
Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.
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Message

From: Wilcox, Jahan [wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]

Sent: 8/28/2017 8:34:33 PM

To: Biesecker, Michael [MBiesecker@ap.org]

CC: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Graham, Amy [graham.amy@epa.gov]
Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Sure. For attribution from an EPA official ...

“Kelly told senior officials about his FDIC matter. Kelly will remain in his paid position as a senior advisor to
Pruitt,” said an EPA official.

From: Biesecker, Michael [mailto:MBiesecker@ap.org]

Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 4:29 PM

To: Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>

Cc: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Graham, Amy <graham.amy@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Thanks. Would really prefer not to quote the Oklahoman saying what EPA said. Can't you guys just say the same thing to
AP?

From: Wilcox, Jahan [mailto:wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 4:28 PM

To: Biesecker, Michael

Cc: Bowman, Liz; Graham, Amy

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Question 1 — Would refer you to this line in the Oklahoman: “The EPA said Kelly told senior officials about his
FDIC matter. Kelly will remain in his paid position as a senior adviser to Pruift.”
htto://newsok.com/article/5561650

Question 2 — Checking. Can ! get back to you by 5p. Moving as fast as | can on this and | know you are on
deadline.

From: Biesecker, Michael [mailto:MBiesecker@ap.org]

Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 4:06 PM

To: Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>

Cc: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Graham, Amy <graham.amy@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Just to confirm, you are O with me reporting that EPA declined to answer whether Administrator Pruitt knew about
FDIC s pending action against Kelly when he hired him as a senior adviser.

As to this part of lackson’s quote: “Spirit would confirm that at no point in Kell's service did he take any action which
threatened the bank.”

| called the bank and spoke with Joyee Nadell, the executive VP, They declined to offer any such statement. Do you have
anything else to back up the contention that Kell's actions didn’t endanger the bank?
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From: Wilcox, Jahan [mailto:wilcox.jahan®@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 3:43 PM

To: Biesecker, Michael

Cc: Bowman, Liz; Graham, Amy

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Below is a statement from both Frank Keating, former Oklahoma Governor and former CEO of the ABA and Ryan
Jackson, EPA CoS.

“Kell Kelly is a man of high integrity. During my time as CEO of the American Bankers Association, Mr. Kelly
served as my chairman and helped lead the association through a difficult period following 2008 financial
crisis; Administrator Pruitt is fortunate to have him,” said Frank Keating, former Oklahoma governor and
former CEO of the American Bankers Association.

“Kell Kelly retired from Spirit Bank after 34 years serving as executive vice president and ultimately CEO to
join EPA as Administrator Pruitt’s principal advisor leading an effort to finance and clean up the nation’s
worst contaminated sites. Upon leaving, Spirit Bank requested that Kell remain on its board of directors
which Kell declined due to full time employment in Washington, D.C. Spirit would confirm that at no point
in Kell’s service did he take any action which threatened the bank. Kell has received full ethics and financial
disclosure training as any EPA political appointee and senior official receives. | have personally known Kell
for a number of years. EPA is fortunate to have him as part of our team. He has already contributed
immensely to the Administrator’s agenda to speed up remediation timelines. He has already gained the
respect of the EPA career staff, and being responsible for hiring political appointees at EPA, | was eager to
report to Administrator Pruitt we had brought Kell on our team.” — Ryan Jackson, EPA Chief of Staff

From: Biesecker, Michael [mailto:MBiesecker@ap.org]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 2:28 PM

To: Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.jahan®epa.gov>

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Thanks much.

From: Wilcox, Jahan [mailto:wilcox.jahan@epa.qov]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 2:28 PM

To: Biesecker, Michael

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Hopefully. 1am working on this right now.

From: Biesecker, Michael [mailto:MBiesecker @ap.org]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 2:26 PM

To: Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Can you get me something by 47

From: Wilcox, Jahan [mailto:wilcox.jahan®@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 2:24 PM
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To: Biesecker, Michael; Bowman, Liz
Subject: RE: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

What is your deadline? Let me find these answers and get back to you.

From: Biesecker, Michael [mailto:MBiesecker@ap.org]

Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 2:19 PM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>
Subject: FDIC action against Kell Kelly

Liz, Jahan,

AP is doing something short on the FDIC fine and banking ban against Kell Kelly after he "engaged or participated in a
violation of law or regulation, unsafe or unsound practice, and/or breach of fiduciary duty” at SpiritBank in Tulsa.

Does Kelly have any response to the FDIC's action against him? EPA comment?
Also, please answer whether Scott Pruitt was aware of the pending FDIC action against Kelly when he hired him at EPA.

Writing for today.

Thanks,

Michael

Ap ASSOCIATED PRESS

Michael Biesecker 1100 13 St. NW, Suite 700
Reporter Washington, D.C. 20005-4076
mbiesecker@ap.org

Twitter: @mbieseck T 202—641—9445 _____

Publlc Key M E Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP} E

Have a tip for the Associated Press? We have a secure way to send it to us, anonymously. Follow this link for
instructions: www.ap.org/tips

AP is the essential global news network, delivering fast, unbiased news from every corner of the world to all media
platforms and formats. Founded in 1846, AP today is the largest and most trusted source of independent news and
information. On any given day, more than half the world's population sees news from AP.

“There are only two forces that can carry light to all corners of the globe — the sun in the heavens and The Associated
Press down here.” — Mark Twain, 1906

“1 go with Custer and will be at the death." — AP reporter Mark Kellogg’s final dispatch from the Battle of the Little
Bighorn, 1876

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the designated recipients named
above. If the reader of this communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have
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received this communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify The
Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the designated recipients named
above. If the reader of this communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have
received this communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify The
Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the designated recipients named
above. If the reader of this communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have
received this communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify The
Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the designated recipients named
above. If the reader of this communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have
received this communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify The
Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.

The information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the designated recipients named
above. If the reader of this communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have
received this communication in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify The
Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1500 and delete this email. Thank you.
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Message

From: Baptist, Erik [baptist.erik@epa.gov]

Sent: 8/25/2017 4:15:13 PM

To: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]

Subject: FW: Politico: Morning Energy: Texas braces for fearsome Hurricane Harvey, 8/25/17

Liz, is this newsworthy for a quick press statement? Something along the lines of; Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Erik Baptist

Senior Deputy General Counsel

Office of General Counsel

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsyvlania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20460

(202) 564-1689

baptist.erik@epa.gov

From: Sparacino, Jessica

Sent: Friday, August 25, 2017 10:13 AM

To: AO OPA OMR CLIPS <AO_OPA_OMR_CLIPS@epa.gov>

Subject: Politico: Morning Energy: Texas braces for fearsome Hurricane Harvey, 8/25/17

This article quotes a piece of spam at face value.
this e-mail.

he spam e-mail is at the bottom of

Politico
https://www.politicopro.com/tipsheets/morning-energy/2017/08/texas-braces-for-fearsome-hurricane-harvey-
024397

Texas braces for fearsome Hurricane Harvey

By: Anthony Adragna, Annie Snider and Ben Lefebvre, 8/25/17, 5:41 a.m.

HARVEY MESSES WITH TEXAS: Hurricane Harvey is closing in on the Texas coast, with the bullseye painted right on
Corpus Christi. The storm will be the first to hit the Texas coast since the Category 4 Hurricane lke slammed into Houston
in September 2008. Harvey looks likely to reach at least Category 3 by the time it makes landfall early Saturday,
according to forecasts. It has already caused BP, Exxon Mobil, Anadarko and other oil companies to evacuate their
deepwater rigs. BSEE estimated the shutdowns took 10 percent of the Gulf of Mexico’s oil production offline as of mid-
day on Thursday, and that number is only likely to be higher when the agency’s next bulletin comes out later today.
Harvey will also throw a wrench into U.S. oil exports, much of which leaves the country via Corpus.

Harvey could prove to be the first big test of FEMA’s new head, Brock Long, who won Senate confirmation in June.
FEMA set up an Incident Support Base at near Seguin, Texas, complete with supplies, a spokeswoman said, but so far
there have been no requests for support.

Bolstering the case for the lke Dike? The petrochemical and refining operations around Galveston and the Houston Ship
Channel aren't expected to be at the epicenter of this storm, as of Thursday’s forecast, but emergency planners there
have been worrying ever since Hurricane lke inflicted $29.5 billion in damages and killed 74 people in 2008. Texas
politicians and business leaders have been pushing the idea of a massive seawall to protect Galveston and Houston, and
in April askedPresident Donald Trump for $15 billion for the project. Hurricane Harvey could help them continue to
make the case as they fight for federal funding. But environmental groups are wary of the effort, dubbed the “lke Dike,”
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arguing it could hugely alter the salinity patterns and block key fish species in Galveston Bay, where millions of dollars,
including money related to the 2010 Deepwater Horizon oil spill, have been spent on environmental restoration.

What about New Orleans? A dozen years after Hurricane Katrina ravaged the city, the Big Easy may not be prepared to
handle heavy rains this time around with three of five turbines that power drainage pumps for the low-lying city not
working, the New Orleans Advocate reports. In addition, 15 of the city’s 120 water pumps are offline as the city braces
for between five and 10 inches of rain.

Reupping: How bad can it get for Houston? This bad.

TGIF EVERYBODY! I'm your host Anthony Adragna, and Parametrix’s Dwight Miller correctly identified Tonga as the
country that once issued banana-shaped stamps. For today: Who is the oldest still-living former U.S. governor? Send
your tips, energy gossip and comments to aadragna@politico.com, or follow us on

Twitter @AnthonyAdragna, @Morning Energy, and @POLITICOPro.

PROGRAMMING NOTE: Morning Energy will not publish from Aug. 28-Sept. 4. Our next Morning Energy newsletter will
publish on Sept. 5. Please continue to follow Pro Energy issues here.

REPORT: THREE MONUMENTS IN BULLS EYE: Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke didn’t make public his report on what to do
with 22 national monuments under review, but his recommendations call for shrinking three of the most controversial
sites — Bears Ears and Grand Staircase-Escalante monuments in Utah and Cascade-Siskiyou in Oregon, the Washington
Post reports, citing "multiple individuals briefed on the decision." Remember a final decision to reduce the size of any of
the national monuments will be almost immediately challenged by environmental and conservation groups, as well as
sympathetic attorneys general.

Groups slammed the decision by the Interior Department not to release the draft report, and the complaints grew
louder throughout the day Thursday. “This summary is not transparent and this is not how our government should do
business,” Sen. Tom Udall (D-N.M.) said in a statement. “The American people have the right to see his entire report. A
proposal to strip protections from public lands should be made public immediately,” Sen. Dianne Feinstein (D-Calif.)
added in her own statement. The Center for Biological Diversity announced it had already filed a FOIA request for the
document.

One monument spared: A source briefed on Zinke’s decision told the Bangor Daily News the draft recommends keeping
the Katahdin Woods and Waters National Monument intact while making “some changes on allowable uses.” That goes
against the wishes of bombastic Maine Gov. Paul LePage, who urged Congress and the Trump administration to undo

the designation.

READY, STEADY, CAN DOE GO? it's unclear whether any of the recommendations from Energy Secretary’s Rick Perry
much-anticipated grid study have legs, but that answer may depend on how much weight the administration throws
behind them, Pro’s Darius Dixon reports. “If these recommendations, as a suite, are something that the administration
really wants to do, someone in the White House is going to have to quarterback that," said Greg Gershuny, who served
as chief of staff in DOE's Energy Policy and Systems Analysis office during the Obama administration. “How engaged
Perry is and how many times a week he's going to the Hill and talking to other agency heads is going to tell us a lot about
how serious they are about this."

Four issues Darius suggests watching: Efforts to have FERC "expedite" its work to reformulate how electricity markets
pay power generators; research and development dollars toward grid reliability, which the Trump administration’s first
budget suggested cutting deeply; a push to speed and reduce the cost of “licensing, relicensing, and permitting of grid
infrastructure” and calls for EPA to revisit its New Source Review permitting program that requires power plants to
tighten emissions controls when they upgrade. A caution: Several of those issues have proven to be thorny matters for
agencies to address over several administrations.

API SOUNDS WARNING ON NAFTA: In an op-ed published Thursday, the American Petroleum Institute's Jack Gerard
urged the Trump administration not to tinker with key energy trade provisions as it worked to negotiate NAFTA. “By
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maintaining successful provisions on zero tariffs, market access, trade liberalization and strong investment protection,
the Trump administration can modernize NAFTA without jeopardizing energy trade flows,” he wrote. Among the most-
watched provisions, Gerard voiced strong support for preserving the investor-state dispute settlement provision, which
he said is “a neutral arbitration system for enforcing these protections, safeguarding American investments.”

MORE GROUPS OPPOSE CLOVIS: Dozens of environmental and food groups are out this morning with a letter urging
senators to oppose Sam Clovis’ nomination to be USDA's chief scientist. “Without competent, science-based leadership,
the USDA will be unable to protect our environment and help thousands of farmers and their communities adapt to
these worsening burdens,” the letter, led by Friends of the Earth and the Health, Environment, Agriculture, Labor Food
Alliance, says. The groups argue the nomination of Clovis, who lacks any formal scientific training, also violates the law.

REPORT: DEMOCRAT BACKS BLM MOVE WEST: Sen. Michael Bennetbecame the latest Colorado politician to back
moving three federal agencies — the Bureau of Land Management, the Bureau of Reclamation and the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service — to the Denver area, according to a report in Western Wire, a project of the Western Energy Alliance.
“1 think anything we can get out of Washington, D.C. and into Colorado, I'm for,” the Democrat said. Republican

Sen. Cory Gardner and Gov. John Hickenlooper are among the other proponents of the move west.

WHAT A MESS! Even as he takes pot shots at congressional leadership, President Donald Trump is trying to set up a
meeting with Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell, House Speaker Paul Ryan, Minority Leader Chuck Schumer and
House Minority Leader Nancy Pelosi in the near future to stave off a federal default and a government shutdown,
POLITICO's Kyle Cheney and Seung Min Kim report. Ryan predicted Thursday that Congress would pass a debt ceiling
increase and said there are "a lot of options"” about how to structure the legislation. He also said a short-term
government funding bill would likely be needed to keep the lights on through December, though there’s no guarantee
Trump would sign that if it doesn’t include border wall funding.

ZINKE'S STILL ON THE MOVE: He may be facing heat over his private national monument report, but Zinke travels to the
Great Smoky Mountains National Park and the Blue Ridge Parkway today to commemorate the 101st anniversary of the
founding of the National Park Service.

ME’s off next week, but Energy Secretary Rick Perry travels to Astana, Kazakhstan on Aug. 28 for a “Future Energy” expo
along with Rep. Kevin Cramerand Overseas Private Investment Corporation CEQO Ray Washburne, among others.

CALIFORNIA REPUBLICANS OUST LEADER OVER CLIMATE VOTE: California Assembly Republicans voted unanimously
Thursday behind closed doors to oust Chad Mayes as their leader following his vote last month in favor of bipartisan
climate change legislation, the Mercury News reports. “The Republican caucus just elected a new Republican leader,”
Mayes announced on the floor following the 25-member caucus’ vote. The new leader of the bloc, farmer Brian Dahle,
voted against the extension of the state’s cap and trade program.

MAIL CALL! N.H. LAWMAKERS SEEK UPDATE ON WATER CONTAMINATION: New Hampshire’s two Democratic senators
— Jeanne Shaheen and Maggie Hassan — and Rep. Carol Shea-Porter sent a letter to the Air Force requesting an update
on efforts to decontaminate water supplies fouled with perfluorinated chemicals at the former Pease Air Force Base.
They sought a public meeting as well as an opportunity for local elected officials to receive an update.

REPORT: HOW TO GET HYDROPOWER DEPLOYED FASTER: The R Street Institute released a report Thursday detailing a
series of changes to the hydropower licensing process that it said would speed deployment of the renewable power
source. “Congress and the administration should prioritize the reduction of uncertainties and delays in hydropower
licensure, which largely stem from duplicative processes, poor dispute resolution and lack of schedule discipline,” the
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report said. Among the top suggestions are making FERC the sole federal decision-maker and studying the possibility of
privatizing federally owned dams.

NO MORE HOLDING ON RENEWABLES: Green America launched a new campaign Thursday urging AT&T and Verizon to
publicly commit to fuel their operations with 100 percent renewable energy by 2025. "AT&T and Verizon both recognize
the urgency of climate change and the need for action, now we need to see that concern translate into commitments to
purchase of wind and solar power,” Beth Porter, climate campaigns director at Green America, said in a statement. Both
companies are currently using less than two percent renewable energy to power their massive servers, according to
Green America.

RECORDS SOUGHT OVER AUTO REVIEW: The Center for Biological Diversity filed an open records request Thursday
seeking copies of all communications between representatives of the auto industry and EPA and NHTSA over the federal
reassessment of vehicle fuel economy standards. “The public deserves to know the truth about whether backroom deals
are influencing the agency,” Vera Pardee, a senior attorney with the group, said in a statement.

TROLL SO HARD: 314 Action, a new group hoping to get scientists elected to public office, tweeted a picture of several
copies of “Environmental Science for Dummies” that they sent to EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt at the agency’s
headquarters.

NEW DAY, NEW WEBSITE: The House Energy and Commerce Committee unveiled a shiny new website Thursday that
includes, among other things, an improved search system. Take a glance here.

QUICK HITS

— Texas oil industry boasts of near-infinite supply — but what if the world stops buying? Houston Chronicle
— Billionaire Carl Icahn Has Lost More Money This Year Than Almost Anyone in the World. Time.

— Small mining company seeks to kill Ironwood Monument designation. Tuscon.com.

— Duke pipeline plan delayed over environmental concerns. Cincinatti.com.

— China's Solar Appetite Eats Into India’s Effort on Clean Energy. Bloombersg.

HAPPENING TODAY
*Crickets*

From: Howard, James
Sent: Thursday, August 24, 2017 3:15 PM
Subject: Please READ Information--Update to Social Media Policy--This is SPAM

Good Afternoon,

Please do not open this email. This is SPAM and is being investigated by OEl. Thanks for your attention to this. Please
contact me if you have any questions.

Have a great day.
“Service First, People Always”

James T. Howard
Howard.James@EPA.GOV

Information Management Official

National Security Information Representative
Office of the Administrator

202-564-0407 (office)

i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) ;{IPhone)
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SECURITY RIDER: The content of this e-mail message and any attachments are intended solely for the
addressee. If you are not the intended recipient, be advised that any use, dissemination, distribution, or

copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message in error, please notify the sender

immediately by reply email and destroy the message and its attachments.

From: Ferris, Lena

Sent: Thursday, August 24, 2017 12:15 PM

To: Howard, James <Howard.James@epa.gov>; CSIRC-Alerts <CSIRC-Alerts@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: Important Update to Social Media Policy

FYI - please check legitimacy of this email.

From: Human Resources [mailto:HumanResources@mail.webproxysecurity.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 24, 2017 11:03 AM

To: Ferris, Lena <Ferris.Lena@epa.gov>

Subject: Important Update to Social Media Policy

Agency leadership has decided to institute new social media policies. Due to recent events in the news we are going to
start blocking many of the popular social media sites for employees who do not need them for justified, business purposes.

We need your help to determine if you utilize social media and how you feel about this policy change. We have created a
portal page on our internal network to get each employee's usage of social media so we can determine which policy
should be applied to your workstation. Please visit the Portal Page and complete this survey.

Your participation is mandatory and this survey must be completed in the next five business days so we can compile
results before the default block policy is applied.

Thank you,
Office of Human Resources
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Message

From: Grantham, Nancy [Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov]
Sent: 9/27/2017 12:26:21 PM
To: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Ferguson, Lincoln [ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov]; Graham, Amy

[graham.amy@epa.gov]; Wilcox, Jahan [wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]; Hewitt, James [hewitt.james@epa.gov]; Abboud,
Michael [abboud.michael@epa.gov]; Konkus, lohn [konkus.john@epa.gov]

Subject: FW:9/27 issues

Attachments: 8.3 issues (002) (002) (003) (002) (002) (003) (002) (003) {(003) (003) (002) (002) {(003) (005) {003).docx

Nancy Grantham

Office of Public Affairs

US Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-6879 (desk)

y »
Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) mObllel
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Message

From: Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]
Sent: 8/24/2017 7:58:22 PM

To: dave@weca.coop

Subject: RE: Steam Electric Final Rule

Hi David. For attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”

Thank you for your inquiry regarding the applicability of EPA’s effluent guidelines regulations published in 2015 to
electric generating units in Wisconsin.

The steam electric effluent guidelines rule published in 2015 (“2015 Rule”) established new requirements for
wastewater streams from the following processes and byproducts:

o flue gas desulfurization

o flyash

o bottom ash

o flue gas mercury control

o gasification of fuels such as coal and petroleum coke
Certain coal-fired steam electric power plants would be affected by these new requirements. EPA estimated that about
12 percent of the steam electric power plants nationwide would incur some costs. Generally, whether any particular
plant will be affected by the 2015 Rule is dependent on the specific conditions present at the facility. For example, a
coal-fired power plant that discharges fly ash transport water would need to modify its operations to cease that
discharge by the date that the permitting authority specifies in its wastewater discharge permit. EPA does not maintain
an updated database indicating which facilities are affected by the 2015 Rule; we recommend you contact the Wisconsin
Department of Natural Resources for such information.

On August 11, 2017, EPA announced the intent to conduct a new rulemaking to potentially revise a portion of the
requirements established by the 2015 Rule; specifically, the requirements that apply to discharges of bottom ash
transport water and flue gas desulfurization wastewater. As part of this newly announced rulemaking process, EPA will
provide notice and an opportunity for public comment on any proposed revisions to the 2015 Rule.

Best,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615

From: Dave Hoopman <dave@weca.coop>
Sent: Tuesday, August 22, 2017 3:28:14 PM
To: Jordan, Ronald

Subject: Steam Electric Final Rule

Mr. Jordan—
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My employer is a trade association providing services to electric cooperatives, one of which is the owner, in whole or in
part, of three coal-fired generating facilities in Wisconsin.

I’'m hoping you can tell me whether any of them (J. P. Madgett Station, Genoa, and Weston 4,) are affected by the 2015
effluent limitations guidelines currently under review, and whether any Wisconsin EGUs are affected.

Thanks in advance for any insight you can provide.

DAVID J. HOOPMAN

Director of News and Communication | Wisconsin Electric Cooperative Association
Contributing Writer | Wisconsin Energy Cooperative News

222 West Washington Avenue, Suite 630

Madison, W1 53703 | 608-467-4647 | dave@weca.coop
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Message

From: Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]
Sent: 7/14/2017 3:00:14 PM

To: TDROSENBLUM@newsl12.com
Subject: RE: Your EPA Inquiry

Tara—

For attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”

If you are looking for information about what the data field title abbreviations mean in a report, you can find that
information by visiting the ECHO data report “dictionary,” which can be found at htips://echo.epasov/heln/reportsidir-
data-dictionary. Once there, click on “Water Compliance Status” bulleted link {the 13" bullet in the “detailed facility
report” section), which will take you to a section of the data dictionary that explains all of the types of violations detailed
in the Katonah Elementary District facility report. {The ECHO database indicates that the only permit the district hasis a
Clean Water Act permit, which was issued by New York State since EPA has granted the state the primary authority to
implement and oversee the Clean Water Act statewide.)

If you have questions about the underlying data—in this case, water sampling data—please contact the New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation. The Katonah Elementary District’s water discharge permit was issued and is
overseen by New York State, as is the case for the large majority of Clean Water Act permits in New York. As a result, the
New York State DEC is responsible for collecting data from permit holders like the Katonah Elementary District and
supplying to EPA that data for posting in our ECHO database. (The facility report in our ECHO database does not indicate
that EPA has been involved in an enforcement action related to the Katonah Elementary District.)

Sent: Wednesday, July 12, 2017 3:13 PM
To: Lynn, Tricia <lynniricia@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Your EPA Inquiry

'm sorry for my total confusion. | am referring documents that are on YOUR website! Just wanted to know what they
meant. | didn't understand the coding and wanted to know what the violations were. Am | missing something here?
Should  reach someone else at your agency to get an explanation for content you are offering online?

From: Lynn, Tricia [mailto:vnntricia®epa.zov]

Sent: Wednesday, July 12, 2017 2:12 PM

To: Tara Rosenblum <TDROSEMNBLUM @news12.com>
Subject: RE: Your EPA Inquiry

Hi Tara—
If attributing, please attribute to “an EPA spokesperson.”

The state is the permitting authority for this facility, so you will need to contact them to see what sort of violations they
may have found.

Best,

Tricia
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From: Tara Rosenblum [mailio: TDROSENBLUM @ news 12 com|
Sent: Wednesday, July 12, 2017 10:18 AM

To: Lynn, Tricia <iynn.tricia@epa. gov>

Subject: RE: Your EPA Inquiry

Yes, Katonah Elementary District FRS ID- 110006700506
Looking at the 12 quarter violation history.

it says it has significant violations.

What are those violations?

Thanks,

From: Lynn, Tricia [mailto:lvnntricia®epa.sov]

Sent: Monday, July 10, 2017 1:56 PM

To: Tara Rosenblum <TDROSEMNBLUM @news12.com>
Subject: Your EPA Inquiry

Hi Targe

| received your inguiry that was sent through our ECHO contact form. Can you please share vour specific guestions
as well as vour hard deadiine so that we can get a subject matter expert to ake a look?

Also, can you share a bit sbout what vou're writing about so we have some context?
Tharnks so much,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615

Tara Rosenblum (drosenblum@news12.com) sent a message using the contact form
gt hitnaflecheepsonyiresoues/oeneabnio/oontactus.

Confused by some of the information Hound on your website for sites in Westchester county, NY. Is there someone
in media affairs | could get some
help from? Thanks so much! U'm at {974) 5631433
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The information transmitted in this email and any of its attachments is intended only for the person or entity to which it
is addressed and may contain information concerning Altice USA and/or its affiliates and subsidiaries that is proprietary,
privileged, confidential and/or subject to copyright. Any review, retransmission, dissemination or other use of, or taking
of any action in reliance upon, this information by persons or entities other than the intended recipient(s) is prohibited

and may be unlawful. If you received this in error, please contact the sender immediately and delete and destroy the
communication and all of the attachments you have received and all copies thereof.
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Message

From: Valentine, Julia [Valentine.Julia@epa.gov]
Sent: 7/13/2017 2:35:19 PM

To: Lawrence, Eric [elawrence@freepress.com]
Subject: Re: Detroit Free Press inquiry

Hi Eric,

EPA does not comment on certification applications prior to vehicles being introduced into commerce. If you are using
with attribution, please attribute to an EPA spokesperson.

On background and not for attribution {I know you know this already):

Manufacturers occasionally produce vehicles in advance of receiving a Certificate of Conformity but are prohibited from
shipping those vehicles from the plant for domestic vehicles or from importing them from foreign plants until they have
received a valid Certificate.

Thanks

Julia P. Valentine

Assoc. Dir./Acting Dir.

U.S. EPA, Ofc of Media Relations
202.564.2663 direct

From: Lawrence, Eric [mailto:elawrence@freepress.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 12, 2017 2:13 PM

To: Valentine, Julia <Valentine.Julia@epa.gov>

Cc: Press <Press@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Detroit Free Press inquiry

Hi Julia,

'm checking on the status of the certification for 2017 Ram diese] and leep vehicles. There's a report today that
production has restarted at {east in small amounts so Pwant to know if they are being cleared or if that is imminent.

Also any updates you can pass on regarding the lawsuit against FCAY

Thanks,

Eric . Lawrence
Staff Writer

160 W Fort 5%
Detroit, MI 48226

313-223-4272 (office)
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WHIW, lreegg. COn
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press: o ihe right of the people pescesbly to assemble. and fo petition the Government for 2 redress of grisvences

3 L

From: Lawrence, Eric
Sent: Thursday, May 25, 2017 2:45 PM
To: 'Valentine, Julia' <¥alentine lulia@ena.zov>

Subject: RE: Detroit Free Press inquiry
Hi Julia,

Alawsuit has been filed by Seattle-based Hagens Berman law firm against General Motors alleging the company
instalied defeat devices similar to what is alleged in the Fiat Chrysler case to cheat diese! emissions tests. Do you have a
comment or are you pursuing or considering any action against General Motors?

Eric B, Lawrence
Staff Writer
Detroit Free Press
foa . Forr St
Detroit, MT 48226

3i3-223-4272 (office)

i (N
i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) :
bt 2

elawrence@freepress.com

Twitter:

www.freep.com

_ericdiawrence

. r

Eongress shall make no law respecting an ssiablishment of refigion, or proftiting the free exercise thereal or stridging the freedom of speeeh, or of the
gress, gr the right of &he people pescesbly to sssemble. and fo peiition the Bovernment for 8 redress of grivvances,

From: Valentine, Julia [mailto:Valentine Julia®epa.zov]
Sent: Thursday, May 18, 2017 12:33 PM
To: Lawrence, Eric <glawrence@freenress.coms>

Subject: RE: Detroit Free Press inquiry
Hi Eric,
Responses below attributable to an agency spokesperson:

Regarding FCA: The agency declines to comment.

Regarding questions about certifications: The agency does not comment on vehicles before they are introduced into
commerce.

Thanks

Julia P. Valentine
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Assoc. Dir./Acting Dir.
U.S. EPA, Ofc of Media Relations
202.564.2663 direct

E Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) I{T]/‘tx‘t

From: Lawrence, Eric [mailio:siawrence@ireepress.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 18, 2017 9:42 AM

To: Valentine, Julia <¥zlentine Julia@ena, gov>

Subject: RE: Detroit Free Press inquiry

Hey Julia,

After this note was sent, there were reports that the federal government plans to sue FCA over this before the end of
the week. Can you add a request for confirmation/comment on that part as well? Would you be able to get back with
me on this this morning? As you can imagineg, the interest from my bosses is increasing.

Thanks,

Eric D, Lawrence
Staff Writer
Detroit Free Press
foa . Forr St

Detroif, MT 48226

FI3-223-4272 (office)

i
i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (|
S

elawrence@freepress.com

www.freep.com

Longress shall make no low respeciing an sstallishment of refigion. or profiiting the free exsroise fhereal or sbridaing the freedam of spesch, or of the
press: or the right of the peaple peacestly fn assemile. and fe pelition the Fovernment for 8 redress of grievances,

From: Lawrence, Eric

Sent: Wednesday, May 17, 2017 5:16 PM

To: 'Valentine, Julia' <¥alentine lulia@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Detroit Free Press inquiry

Many thanks! 'm also wondering, in case it's not dear from the note, about the certification for the 2017 Ram trucks.

From: Valentine, Julia [mailto:Valentine Julia@ena.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, May 17, 2017 5:13 PM

To: Lawrence, Eric <glawrence@frecpress.cons
Subject: RE: Detroit Free Press inquiry

Hi Eric, my apologies that | did miss this earlier. Thank you for resending!
I can check on this tomorrow for you.

Julia P. Valentine
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Assoc. Dir./Acting Dir.
U.S. EPA, Ofc of Media Relations
202.564.2663 direct

E Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) m/tXt

From: Lawrence, Eric [mailio:siawrence@ireepress.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 17, 2017 4:48 PM

To: Valentine, Julia <¥zlentine Julia@ena, gov>

Subject: RE: Detroit Free Press inquiry

Resending in case you missed the earlier note ...

From: Lawrence, Eric

Sent: Friday, April 21, 2017 10:24 AM

To: 'valentine.julia@epa.gov' <valentine. iulia@epa.goy>
Subject: Detroit Free Press inquiry

Hi Julia,

I hope you're well. I've been getting some questions from readers who are waiting to receive their Ram EcoDiesels and
want to know the status of the investigation of emissions violations at Fiat Chrysler. Where do things stand?

Thanks,

Eric D. Lawrence
Staff Writer

Detroit Free Press
160 W. Fort St.
Detroit, M 48226
313-223-4272 (office)

E Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) ,’/CQH)
-

elawrenceldfreepress.com

WHIW, lreegg. COn

Longress shall make no law respecting an establishment of refjgion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereaf: or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the
press; or the right of the peaple peaceably to assemble, and to petition the bovernment for a redress of grievances.
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Message

From: Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]

Sent: 7/13/2017 12:27:36 PM

To: ASaiyid@bna.com

Subject: RE:: LETTER: Clean Water Rule Repeal Comment Extension
Amena—

For attribution to “an EPA spokesperson,”
The agencies are reviewing the request.
Best,

Tricia

From: Saiyid, Amena [mailto:ASaiyid@bna.com]

Sent: Friday, July 07, 2017 8:18 AM

To: Garman, Douglas M CIV USARMY CEHQ (US) <Doug.M.Garman@usace.army.mil>; bowman.liz@epa.gov
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Fwd: LETTER: Clean Water Rule Repeal Comment Extension

Good Morning Doug and Liz

Could you please acknowledge receipt of the letter referenced below that seeks for a comment extension. Also could
you respond whether the agencies plan to grant this extension.

Am working on a tight deadline and would appreciate a quick response.

Thank you

Amena H Saiyid

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Alyssa Roberts <alyssa_roberts@Icv.org <mailto:alyssa_roberts@lcv.org> >
Date: July 6, 2017 at 6:26:01 PM EDT

To: Alyssa Roberts <alyssa_roberts@Ilcv.org <mailto:alyssa_roberts@lcv.org> >
Subject: LETTER: Clean Water Rule Repeal Comment Extension

Today the League of Conservation Voters joined 18 other groups in a letter requesting that the comment period
for the Clean Water Rule repeal be extended to no less than six months, as compared to the 30 days currently planned.
This follows a similar request <Blockedhttps://beyer.house.gov/news/documentsingle.aspx?DocumentID=621> last
week by more than 70 members of Congress.

Blockedhttps://www.lcv.org/article/re-clean-water-rule-repeal-comment-extension/
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The Honorable Scott Pruitt The Honorable Douglas W. Lamont

Administrator Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Office of the Assistant Secretary of the
Office of the Administrator Army for Civil Works

Mail Code 1101A Department of the Army

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 108 Army Pentagon

Washington, DC 20460 Washington, DC 20310

July 6, 2017

RE: Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OW-2017-0203: Request for Extension of Comment Period on the Proposed Rule
Titled “Definition of ‘Waters of the United States’ - Recodification of Preexisting Rules”

Dear Administrator Pruitt and Deputy Assistant Secretary Lamont,

We are writing on behalf of our millions of supporters to insist that your agencies substantially extend the
period during which you will accept citizen input on the proposed rule to rescind the 2015 Clean Water Rule (80 FR
37054) to allow for no fewer than six months to comment, which is approximately the amount of time that the Agencies’
provided to comment on the 2015 Clean Water Rule.

Your planned 30-day comment period disregards the more than one million people who participated in the
development of that rule and is a grossly inadequate amount of time for stakeholders to meaningfully engage in this
rulemaking process. The planned period for comment lasts only half as long as Executive Order 12,866 indicates is
minimally appropriate for any rulemaking; for a rule of this nature, the agencies must provide much longer.

EPA and the Army Corps adopted the Clean Water Rule to clear up longstanding confusion over which water
bodies were protected under the Clean Water Act. The rulemaking responded to the request of stakeholders ranging
from states to regulated dischargers to environmental groups and was developed based on clear science and legal
reasoning, and with the meaningful engagement of stakeholders.
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The Clean Water Rule rulemaking process allowed vigorous public engagement over several years. EPA and the
Army Corps took comments on the proposed rule from April 21 to November 14, 2014 and received over one million
public comments, the vast majority of which supported the rule. The agencies also held over 400 meetings with a variety
of stakeholders, including small businesses, farmers, energy companies, states, counties, municipalities, other federal
agencies, environmental organizations, and more.

The Clean Water Rule also relied on an enormous scientific record. EPA spent years producing a report which
included the findings of more than 1,200 peer-reviewed publications examining the connections between various kinds
of water resources. This report showed that headwater, seasonal, and rain-dependent streams and wetlands serve
critical functions. Indeed, 117 million Americans receive drinking water from public water systems that draw supply from
streams the rule sought to protect. Moreover, wetlands, which cover roughly 110 million acres in the continental U.S,,
filter pollution from contaminated runoff, recharge groundwater supplies, and store large volumes of flood water.
Wetlands are also essential fish and wildlife habitat that can provide ecosystem services and support a robust outdoor
recreation economy.

Considering the critical functions that these water bodies serve, the far-reaching ramifications that repealing the
Clean Water Rule would have on them, and the previous Administration’s record of engagement on this issue, we urge
EPA and the Army Corps to extend the comment period so that stakeholders have adequate time to meaningfully
engage in the rulemaking process.

Sincerely,

Alliance of Nurses for Healthy Environments
American Rivers

Clean Water Action

Earthjustice

Environmental Law & Policy Center
Environmental Working Group

Green for All

Hip Hop Caucus

League of Conservation Voters

League of United Latin American Citizens
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National Audubon Society

National Parks Conservation Association
Natural Resources Defense Council
Ohio Environmental Council

Physicians for Social Responsibility
PolicyLink

River Network

Sierra Club

Southern Environmental Law Center

Alyssa Roberts

National Press Secretary
League of Conservation Voters
(0) 202.454.4573

@alyssaaroberts
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Message

From: Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]

Sent: 7/19/2017 9:12:13 PM

To: Saiyid, Amena [ASaiyid@bna.com]

Subject: RE: Question about the publication of the Step 1 proposed rescinding of the waters of the U.S. rule
Amena--

For attribution to “an EPA spokesperson.”

We have no new updates on publication. The 30-day public comment period will start upon publication.
Best,

Tricia

From: Lynn, Tricia

Sent: Wednesday, July 19, 2017 9:53 AM

To: 'Saiyid, Amena' <ASaivid@hna.com>
Subject: RE: Question about the publication of the Step 1 proposed rescinding of the waters of the U.S. rule

Hi Amena—

What's your deadline, please?

Thanks,

Tricia

From: Saiyid, Amena [mailto:ASaivid@bna.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 19, 2017 9:48 AM

To: Jones, Enesta <jones.Enesta@epa.poy>; Lynn, Tricia <lynrutricia@epa,sov>
Subject: Question about the publication of the Step 1 proposed rescinding of the waters of the U.S. rule

Good Morning Enesta and Tricia,

I am wondering when the step 1 rule is going to be published. The rule was signed June 27. Is there a reason why the
rule hasn’t been published yet? And has the EPA decided to give more than 30 days comment period to the rule
whenever it is published.

Thanks,

Amena

Armena H. Saiyid

Water Pollution Reporter
Bloomberg BNA

Direct 703.341.3695

asaiyvid@bna.com
twitter: amenasaiyid
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Message

From: Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]
Sent: 8/11/2017 6:46:32 PM

To: i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) |

Subject: Re: WIFIA: $1 bn private investment?
Bill—

For attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”

EPA considers a number of sources of funding and financing to be private investment. One example is the private equity
that is being contributed by the private owner of one of the drinking water facilities that was invited to apply for

WIFIA. Other examples include private debt — both bank and bond debt. The 51 billion estimate is derived from the
sources of funds submitted in the LOIs for each of the 12 selected projects.

At a broad portfolio level, EPA estimates that $20 million appropriated to the WIFIA program will allow the agency to
provide over 51 billion in credit assistance and support more than 52 billion in water infrastructure investment.

The 12 projects invited to apply actually allow the agency to leverage WIFIA’s appropriated dollars even further. For FY
2017, the WIFIA program received $25 million in budget authority and expects to lend $2.3 billion to the 12 invited
projects, which will total $5.1 billion in water infrastructure investment. As discussed above, approximately $1 billion of
this $5.1 billion in total investment is expected to come from private participation, with the other non-WIFIA, non-
private funding coming from other government loans (such as State Revolving Fund loans), grants, and public equity
contributions.

For more information on the program, please go to the EPA’s web page at: https://www.epa.gov/wifia

Best,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615

From: pr [ma”toi Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) :
Sent: Tuesday, August 08,2017 2:32 PM

To: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: WIFIA: $1 bn private investment?

The question is: your WIFIA fact sheet says there will be $1 billion in private investment in the 12 first-round projects.
Please define private investment and how it is used in the financing of the 12 projects.

How did you come up with the $1 billion estimate?

When discussing leveraging, your numbers indicate that $20 million leverages $1 billion in private investment? Have | got
that right?
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My deadline is Thursday close of business.
Sample issue is attached.
Thanks,

William G. Reinhardt, Editor

Public Works Financing newsletter
81 Cheney Ave.

Peterborough NH 03458

(908) 577-8411
pwfinance.net

----- Original Message-----

From: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>

To: pwfinance : Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) :

Sent: Tue, Aug 8, 2017 1:33 pm

Subject: RE: WIFIA: $1 bn private investment?

Bill—

I've just received your email. Can you please send me your specific question(s) as well as your deadline so that | can
send them on for a response?

Thanks so much,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615

From: pr [E‘ﬂé}iﬁ‘{(}é Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) E
Sent: Saturday, August 05, 2017 1:44 PM

To: Fligger, Karen <Fligger. Karen@epa.gov>
Subject: Fwd: WIFIA: $1 bn private investment?

Hi Karen. Jordan's not taking calls/emails. | hope you can help with the request below:

Hi Jordan.

I'm sure you're busy but please give me a call. I've called you twice.

I've talked to some private water developers and they can't see any P3 opportunities in your 12 WIFIA projects. I've
written a story under the headline: "EPA Spins False Hopes On WIFIA Private Investment.” I'm happy to change it but will

need an explanation for the $1-billion number.

| started my newsletter about P3sin 1988. It is widely read in the industry. My website gets about 40,000 hits a month.
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See attached sample issue.

Thanks,
Bill

William G. Reinhardt, Editor

Public Works Financing newsletter
81 Cheney Ave.

Peterborough NH 03458

(908) 577-8411
pwfinance.net
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Message

From: Lynn, Tricia [lynn.tricia@epa.gov]

Sent: 7/17/2017 2:32:20 PM

To: tstecker@bna.com

Subject: RE: Comment on amended complaint in ESA/pesticides case
HI Tiffany—

y

Thanks so much for your patience. For attribution to “an EPA spokesperson,’
The agency does not comment on pending litigation.
Best,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615

From: Stecker, Tiffany [mailto:tstecker@bna.com]
Sent: Friday, July 14, 2017 10:46 AM
To: Daguillard, Robert <Daguillard.Robert@epa.gov>

Cc: Press <Press@epa.gov>
Subject: Comment on amended complaint in ESA/pesticides case

Dear Robert, all,

{ am writing a short piece on environmentalists' amended complaint in a case regarding EPA's consultation
process with wildlife agencies under the Endangered Species Act.

htto://www.biologicaldiversity.org/campaigns/pesticides reduction/pdfs/DKT 259 2 Proposed Third Compl
aint.pdf

Would EPA like to comment?
Please respond as soon as you can, even just to say "we don't comment on pending litigation.”
Thanks,

Tiffany
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To: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i
From: Lynn, Tricia[/[O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=D8747BA49CDE485EA4AC58DBF09C3DCD-TRICIA SLUSSER]
Sent: Fri 8/11/2017 2:43:45 PM (UTC)

Subject: Re: drinking water, WKU Public Radio

Becca—
For attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”

The Clean Water Needs Survey (CWNS) is a quadrennial Report to Congress that estimates the capital investment necessary to
ensure that the nation’s publically owned treatment works (POTWs) meet the water quality objectives of the Clean Water Act
(CWA).

The current Clean Watersheds Needs Survey (CWNS) data platform and management system used for the previous survey is
obsolete and needs to be replaced with a totally new system. Funding for this upgrade and timing for the next CWNS collection
cycle is uncertain at this time.

Unlike the Drinking Water Infrastructure Needs Survey (DWINS) which is directly tied to their infrastructure funding under the
Drinking Water State Revolving Fund (DWSRF) program, CWNS has no direct impact on Clean Water State Revolving Fund (CWSRF)
allotments or other funding sources to the states for addressing clean water infrastructure needs.

At the same time, however, the comprehensive infrastructure data provided by the CWNS plays a vital role in informing policy
makers, the regulated community, engineering firms, contractors, industrial interests, as well as the general public of the condition

of the current and long term construction needs of the nation’s public wastewater facilities.

For more information, please go to the EPA’s webpage at: https://www.epa.gov/cwns/about-clean-watersheds-needs-survey-cwns

Best,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615

From: becca schimmel <i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) :

Date: August 3, 2017 at 9:06:06 AM EDT

To: "Jones, Enesta" <jones.Enesta@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: drinking water, WKU Public Radio |

The story will look at the drinking water, wastewater and floodwater needs in Kentucky, Ohio and West Virginia. It will look at how
far reaching these systems are, how dependent the public is on them and the age of the infrastructure. I'm interested in how these
needs could be addressed and where that funding would come from. After speaking to Pete Goodman and Jory Becker with the
Kentucky Division of Water, | became interested in the Clean Water Needs Survey and why it hasn't been done for 2017. | was told
that the funding was uncertain at this time, and I'm hoping to get some insight into how that could affect addressing water
infrastructure needs. | don't have a firm deadline at this time. I'd like to talk to someone next week though.

Thanks,

Becca
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To: Eric Englert[: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) g
From: Lynn, Tricia[/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=D8747BA49CDE485EA4AC58DBF09C3DCD-TRICIA SLUSSER]
Sent: Fri 9/8/2017 2:16:43 PM (UTC)

Subject: Re: Interview Request

Hi Eric—
For attribution to “an EPA spokesperson:”
The Hypoxia Task Force (HTF (epa.gov/ms-htf) is a federal/state partnership established in 1997 to work collaboratively on reducing

excess nitrogen and phosphorus in the Mississippi/Atchafalaya River Basin (MARB) and to reduce the size of the hypoxic zone in the
Gulf of Mexico. Members of the HTF include five federal agencies and 12 states bordering the Mississippi and Ohio rivers.

The National Tribal Water Council represents tribal interests on the HTF. EPA is the HTF federal co-chair; the position of state co-
chair, established in 2010, rotates among the state members. lowa is the current state co-chair. Each HTF member state is
represented by an official from its agriculture, pollution control, or natural resources agency and is encouraged to work with all
relevant state agencies to achieve HTF goals (epa.gov/ms-hif/hypoxia-task-force-new-goal-framework).

The HTF continues to work collaboratively to implement the Gulf Hypoxia Action Plan 2008 (epa.gov/ms-htf/gulf-hvpoxia-action-
plan-2008). Each HTF state has a nutrient reduction strategy (epa.gov/ms-htf/hvpoxia-task-force-nutrient-reduction-strategies)
developed through stakeholder participation that serves as a road map for implementing nutrient reductions in that state; these
strategies serve as the cornerstone for reaching the HTF’s goals. The federal members of the HTF issued an updated unified federal
strategy in December 2016 to guide assistance to states and continued scientific support (epa.gov/ms-htf/locking-forward-strategy-
federal-members-hypoxia-task-force). In furtherance of its goals, the HTF is also expanding partnerships with organizations with
the same or similar goals (epa.gov/ms-htf/hypoxia-task-force-partnerships).

In August, 2017, lllinois released the lllinois Nutrient Loss Reduction Strategy Biennial Report
(htto//www.epa.illinois.eov/topics/water-quality/watershed-management/excess-nutrients/nutrient-loss-reduction-
strategy/index). Please see Chapter 7, a report from the Nutrient Monitoring Council. Gregg Good, with IL EPA, is the chair of that
subgroup.

The 2015 Report to Congress by EPA was developed with contributions from each state (epa.gov/ms-htf/hvpoxia-task-force-2015-
report-congress). A second Report to Congress will be submitted this fall. These reports describe the actions that Hypoxia Task
Force states are taking to reduce nutrient pollution, including the requirements that some states are using. As documented on
EPA’s website, EPA supports and encourages states to adopt numeric nutrient criteria and standards to help guide their efforts to
reduce nutrient pollution (epa.gov/nutrient-policy-data/state-progress-toward-developing-numeric-nutrient-water-quality-
criteria).

Best,

Tricia

Tricia Lynn

Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA

Office: 202.564.2615

From: Eric Englert [mailto? Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i
Sent: Thursday, September 07, 2017 11:32 AM

To: Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: Interview Request

Hi Tricia,
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Thanks for your reply to my inquiry. My deadline for Agri-Pulse is early tomorrow for the story.

I am interested in learning more about the genesis of the Gulf Hypoxia Task force and its recommend<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>